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HOW TO READ A DOCUMENT AND USE IT EFFECTIVELY
The long essays you will write in this course will test your ability to use primary source
documents as evidence. Primary source documents are written works, whether letters, inscriptions,
religious writings, law codes or any other kind of government communication, which come from
the actual time we are studying. For History 4251 most of our primary sources are found in this
sourcebook reader. Primary sources are crucial to the study of history because they are the strongest
evidence a historian can use to interpret a period of time. Why? Because these documents are like
windows which look out into another time. They let us hear the voices of the people of the past.
Historians have to read documents and understand what is important in them before they can use
them to write about a person, event or period of time. Since historians are individuals, sometimes
they disagree about what a document means or what in it is important. This is why different
historians can read the same documents and sometimes come up with a different interpretation, or
explanation, of why things happened. History is not written in stone. There is no one right
interpretation of history, only stronger or weaker arguments about what documents mean. What
makes a particular argument strong or weak? The answer is evidence. The best arguments make the
best use of primary sources as evidence.
How can you learn to make good use of primary sources? The secret is to know how to read
a document effectively. The best way to do this is to answer four questions about it:
1) Author? Who wrote the document? Was the author one person or a group of people? Who was
the author? Was it a man or a woman, a slave or free man, a rich person or poor? Answer these
questions and you may begin to learn why they wrote what they did.
2) Audience? Who was the document written for? Was it for one person or a particular group of
people? Knowing the audience helps you understand why the document was written in the way it
was, and why it says certain things and not others.
3) Purpose? Why was the document written? This is a much harder question to answer. You need
to know the author and the audience to have a chance to answer this one. Sometimes the document
comes out and tells you the reason, but often you have to speculate (a fancy word for “guess”) on
the purpose. The more you know about the document, the better chance you have of guessing the
purpose for its being written.
4) Importance? Why is this document important? What is the most significant thing it tells us?
This is the hardest question of all to answer because different documents have different importance
to different people. The key here is to discover what is most important about the document so YOU
can use it for your purposes. In the case of the documents in this sourcebook you need to understand
what they tell you about the main themes (or objectives) of this course. Answering the first three
questions helps you determine the answer to this last one.
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Week One Readings

(The Coming of the Tudor Rose: Part I)
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1. SHORT GENEALOGY OF THE TUDOR DYNASTY
EDWARD III
(r. 1327-1377)
|
(3 generations)
Owen Tudor m. Catherine of Valois m. HENRY V
|
|
| (r.1413-1422)
|
|
|
|
------------------------------HENRY VI
|
|
|
(r. 1422-1461, 1470-71)
Margaret Beaufort m. Edmund Tudor
Jasper
|
|
HENRY VII m. Elizabeth of York
(r.1485-1509) |
|
|
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------|
|
|
|
Arthur
Margaret m. James IV
HENRY VIII m. 1) Catherine of Aragon
Mary
| of Scotland (r. 1509-1547)
|
}
|
|
Catherine Grey
|
|
James V m. Mary of Guise
MARY I (r.1553-1558)
|
2) Anne Boleyn
Mary Queen of Scots m. 1) Francis II of France
|
2) Henry Lord Darnley
ELIZABETH I (r.1558-1603)
|
3) Jane Seymour
JAMES VI & I
|
(r. 1603-1625)
|
3) James Hepburn, Earl
EDWARD VI (r.1547-1553)
of Bothwell
4) Anne of Cleves
5) Catherine Howard
6) Catherine Parr
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2. The Crowland Chronicle, The Battle of Bosworth Field (1486)
Henry Tudor, Earl of Richmond, came to the throne of England because of his military victory
against the Yorkist Richard III. No one actually present at the Battle of Bosworth Field ever wrote
an account of it (probably to protect themselves), but a number of accounts were written after the
fact. The Crowland Chronicle was possibly written by John Russell, the Bishop of Lincoln, a
respected clergyman who had once been lord chancellor of England, or by one of his staff in 1486.
Since the author had to live in an England run by the new regime his account is rather favorable
toward Henry VII. For that reason this account of the battle and its aftermath can be seen as an
“official account,” one which had been authorized by the new king’s government.
1) In what ways does the author portray the character of King Richard III negatively? In what
ways is Richard painted positively? Why show a positive side at all?
2) How is Henry Tudor, Earl of Richmond portrayed? What kingly characteristics does he show
in this account.
3) Why might these portrayals of the two kings be considered propaganda?
With Henry Tudor and his men advancing toward him, King Richard felt it necessary “to
move the army, though its numbers were not yet fully made up, from Nottingham, and to come to
Leicester. Here was found ready to fight for the king a greater number of soldiers than had ever
been seen before in England assembled on one side. On the Sunday before the feast of St.
Bartholomew the Apostle, the king proceeded on his way, amid the greatest pomp, and wearing the
crown on his head… On leaving Leicester, he was informed by scouts where the enemy most
probably intended to spend the next night; upon which, he encamped near the abbey of Merevale, at
a distance of about eight miles from town.”
“The chief men of the opposing army were: in the first place, Henry [Tudor], earl of
Richmond, whom they called their King Henry VII; John Vere, earl of Oxford; John, Lord Welles
of Welles, uncle to Henry VII; Thomas, Lord Stanley1 and William his brother . . . [a list of ten
names follows] and many others who had been raised to knighthood, both before the present
troubles and at the beginning of this campaign. Of churchmen present as counselors, who likewise
had suffered exile, there were the venerable father, Peter, bishop of Exeter, the flower of the
knighthood of his country, Master Robert Morton, clerk of the rolls of chancery,2 Christopher
Urswick, and Richard Fox, who were subsequently appointed almoner3 and secretary respectively,
together with many others.”
“At day-break on Monday morning there were no chaplains on King Richard’s side ready to
celebrate mass, nor any breakfast prepared to restore his flagging spirits. For he had seen dreadful
visions in the night, in which he was surrounded by a multitude of demons, as he himself testified in
Thomas, Lord Stanley had married Henry Tudor’s mother Margaret Beaufort and thus was Henry’s step-father.
The Chancery was the king’s writing office. It was responsible for all of the king’s correspondence, including letters, treaties and
written orders.
3
An almoner was the official responsible for collecting together food scraps and monetary gifts to be given to the poor as alms.
1
2
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the morning. He consequently presented a countenance which, always drawn,4 was on this occasion
more livid and ghastly than usual, and asserted that the issue of this day’s battle, to whichever side
the victory was granted, would be the utter destruction of the kingdom of England. He declared that
it was his intention, if he proved the victor, to crush all the traitors on the opposing side; and at the
same time he predicted that his adversary would do the same to the supporters of his party, if
victory should fall to him. At length with the enemy commander and his soldiers approaching at a
fair pace, the king ordered that Lord Strange5 should be instantly beheaded. The persons to whom
this duty was entrusted, however, seeing that the issue was doubtful in the extreme, and that a
matter of more weight than the destruction of one man was in hand, deferred the performance of the
king’s cruel order, left the man to his own disposal and returned to the thickest of the fight.”
“A most fierce battle thus began between the two sides. The earl of Richmond with his men
proceeded directly against King Richard... In the end a glorious victory was given by heaven to the
earl of Richmond, now sole king, along with a most precious crown, which King Richard had
previously worn on his head. For in the thick of the fight, and not in the act of flight, King Richard
fell in the field, struck by many mortal wounds, as a bold and most valiant prince. Then the duke of
Norfolk, Sir Richard Radcliffe, Sir Robert Brackenbury, keeper of the Tower of London, John
Kendal, secretary, Sir Robert Percy, controller of the king’s household, Walter Devereux, Lord
Ferrers, and many others were slain in this fierce battle, and many, especially northerners, in whom
the king so greatly trusted, took to flight without engaging; and there was left no part of the
opposing army of sufficient significance or substance for the glorious victor Henry VII to engage,
and so add to his experience in battle.”
“Thus through this battle peace was obtained for the whole realm. King Richard’s body was
found among the slain.... Many other insults were heaped on it, and, not very humanely, a halter
was thrown round the neck, and it was carried to Leicester. The new king, graced with the crown he
won with such distinction, proceeded to the same place. Meanwhile, many nobles and others were
taken into captivity, most notably Henry, earl of Northumberland, and Thomas Howard, earl of
Surrey, first-born of the deceased duke of Norfolk. There was also taken prisoner William Catesby,
who was pre-eminent among all the counselors of the late king, and whose head was cut off at
Leicester, as a last reward for his excellent service... Moreover there has been no word, nor has it
been written or remembered, that any other persons, after the end of the fighting, were dealt with in
this fashion, but that, on the contrary, the new prince showed mercy to all. He began to receive the
praises of all, as if he were an angel sent from heaven, through whom God had deigned to visit His
people, and to deliver them from the evils with which it had been previously and immoderately
afflicted.
“And thus concluding this history . . . [we] have brought the narrative down to this battle,
which was fought near Merevale, and which took place on 22 August, 1485.”

4

pale
Lord Strange was the son of Thomas, Lord Stanley who was being held hostage for his father’s good behavior, a common practice with
men of uncertain loyalty.
5
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3. The Parliamentary Record (November 1485)
This report comes from the records of the first Parliament of Henry VII’s reign. Parliament was
made up of two houses. The upper house was the House of Lords, which contained all the titled
noblemen, bishops and abbots of the largest monastic houses. The lower house was the House of
Commons, which was made up of two representatives from every shire, called shire knights, and
representatives from the boroughs, the large towns. Legislation began as a bill, and if it was
approved by both houses and then was signed by the monarch, it became known as a Parliamentary
act. It was statute law – the strongest form of law in England.
This document details an act of attainder which was passed against the nobles, knights and
gentlemen who fought against Henry Tudor at the Battle of Bosworth Field. An act of attainder
allowed certain things to legally happen to a person who was sentenced to death for treason, such
as the forfeiture of all their property, the loss of their noble, knightly or gentle status, and the
elimination of all their civil rights. Henry had his enemies condemned for treason and then had
these penalties voted for by the two houses of Parliament. He accomplished this by a legal trick.
Can you spot it in this document?
1) When does Henry say the men below committed their treason?
2) What day did the Battle of Bosworth Field occur? You may have to check in an earlier
document.
3) So when did Henry say he became the lawful king of England?
The act of attainder records that “Richard, late duke of Gloucester, calling and naming himself, by
usurpation, King Richard the Third,” John late duke of Norfolk, Thomas earl of Surrey, Francis
Viscount Lovell, Walter Devereux late Lord Ferrers, John Lord Zouche, Robert Harrington, Richard
Charlton, Richard Radcliffe, William Berkeley of Weobley, Robert Brackenbury, Thomas
Pilkington, Robert Middleton, James Harrington, knights, Walter Hopton, William Catesby, Roger
Wake, William Sapcote, Humphrey Stafford, William Clerk of Wenlock, Geoffrey St. Germain
[and others] on 21 August in “the first year of the reign of our sovereign lord, assembled to them at
Leicester . . . a great host, traitorously intending, imagining and conspiring the destruction of the
king’s royal person, our sovereign liege lord. And they, with the same host, with banners spread,
mightily armed and defensed with all manner [of] arms, as guns, bows, arrows, spears, glaives,
axes, and all other manner [of] articles apt or needful to give and cause mighty battle against our
sovereign lord.” Keeping the host together, they led them on 22 August to a field in Leicestershire,
and “there by great and continued deliberation, traitorously levied war against our said sovereign
lord and his true subjects there being in his service and assistance under a banner of our said
sovereign lord, to the subversion of this realm, and common weal of the same.”

10

4. Polydore Vergil, Anglica Historia (Character Sketch of Henry VII)
Polydore Vergil of Urbino (c.1470-1555), an Italian priest and scholar, is considered to be the first
modern historian of England, based on his Anglica Historia (The History of England). Instead of
merely recording events, as did previous writers of chronicles, he examined sources, both written
and oral, with a critical eye offering interpretation and judgments. He came to England in 1502 as
the assistant to a cardinal sent by the pope and stayed in the country for the rest of his life,
becoming a naturalized citizen. Henry VII greatly appreciated his learning and asked him to write a
history of his country. Vergil did so, and was rewarded with a position at Wells Cathedral which
supported his writing. The first edition of his history was published in 1534 and recorded events
from the beginnings of Britain to 1509, while subsequent editions carried the history up to 1537.
Thus for the period of the first two Tudor monarchs Vergil is a contemporaneous, and, for much of
it, an eye-witness source.
After reading the following selection, please try to answer these questions:
1) According to Vergil, what positive qualities does the king possess?
2) What negative qualities does he see?
3) What important things do you learn about Henry VII from this account?
[C.H. Williams, ed., English Historical Documents, vol.5 (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode, 1967),
387.]

Henry reigned twenty-three years and seven months. He lived fifty-two years. . . . His figure was
slim but well-built and strong: in height he was above average. Extremely attractive in appearance,
his face was cheerful, especially when he was speaking. He had small blue eyes: a few poor blackstained teeth. His hair was thin and white: his complexion sallow. He was distinguished, wise, and
prudent in character: and his spirit was so brave and resolute that never, even in moments of
greatest danger, did it desert him. He had a most tenacious memory, and was, in addition, not
devoid of scholarship. Further, in government he was shrewd and far-seeing, so that none dared to
get the better of him by deceit or sharp practice. He was gracious and kind, and as attractive to
visitors as he was easy of access. His hospitality was splendidly generous: he liked having foreign
visitors, and freely conferred favors on them.
But to those of his subjects who did not do him the honor due to him, or who were only generous
with promises, he was hard and harsh. He well knew how to maintain his royal dignity, and
everything belonging to his kingship, at all times and all places. He was most successful in war,
although by nature he preferred peace to war. Above all else he cherished justice: and consequently
he punished with the utmost vigor, robberies, murders, and every other kind of crime. He was for
this reason greatly lamented by all his subjects, who had been able to conduct their lives in peace far
removed from the wrongs and evil doings of bad men.
11

He was a most zealous supporter of religion, daily taking part, with great devotion, in divine
service. To those whom he knew were worthy priests, he often gave alms secretly in order that they
might pray for his soul. . .
But in his later days all these virtues were obscured by avarice, from which he suffered . . . This is
surely a bad enough vice in a private individual, whom it constantly tortures: but in a monarch it is,
indeed, the worst form of all vices, since it hurts everyone, and distorts those qualities of trust,
justice, and integrity with which a kingdom should be governed.
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(The Coming of the Tudor Rose: Part II)
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5. A Bastard Feudalism Indenture (1461)
Traditional feudalism from the High Middle Ages (c.1000-1300) was based on an exchange of land
made by a great lord for the loyalty and military service of a fighting man, known as a vassal. The
lord expected his vassal to answer a call each year to come serve or fight for him, usually for about
forty-five days. This was a reciprocal agreement in which both sides owed something to the other.
Furthermore, the agreement was legally binding, not just on the lord and vassal, but also on their
heirs. Lord and vassal often fought alongside each other on the battlefield, which also strengthened
the bonds between them. By the middle of the fifteenth century this agreement had changed quite
drastically. There was little land in England available for attracting vassals to a lord’s cause. There
were, however, hundreds of fighting men freshly back from France and the fighting of the Hundred
Years War. These soldiers were looking for employment, and they had limited job skills -- mainly as
fighters. A bastard form of feudalism arose, in which fighting men agreed to become the retainers
of great lords and follow their orders, but no land was exchanged. The new agreements were drawn
up twice on a parchment sheet and signed by both parties. Then the parchment was jaggedly cut in
half by a knife, so that each party got a copy of the agreement. The ragged cut, which could be used
to authenticate the document, looked like sharpened teeth, and so these agreements were called
indentures (from “denture,” meaning “teeth”). This practice of assembling large forces of
retainers gave rise to the “overmighty subjects” which plagued the kings of England up through the
reign of Henry VII.
Below we have a selection from an indenture between Richard Neville, Earl of Warwick,
known as “The Kingmaker,” and a knight called Sir John Trafford.
1) What is Trafford expected to do for his new lord?
2) What does the earl give to his new retainer in lieu of land?
3) How is this arrangement different from that of a traditional feudal agreement?
4) Why might the differences be significant?
[From David R. Cook, Lancastrians and Yorkists: The Wars of the Roses (Longman, 1984), 87.]

This indenture made the 26th day of May the first year of the reign of the king our sovereign lord
Edward IV between Richard Neville, Earl of Warwick and Captain of Calais, on the one hand, and
Sir John Trafford, who of his free and mere motion is pledged and retained towards and with the
earl during the term of his life, to be with him and do him service and attendance against all manner
of persons, saving his allegiance. And that Sir John Trafford shall be ready at the desire or
commandment of the earl to come unto him at all such times and in such places as the earl shall call
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upon him or give him sufficient warning, horsed,1 harnessed,2 arrayed,3 and accompanied as the
case shall require . . . And the earl for the same has granted to Sir John Trafford to have . . . in
annuity4 during his life of the sum of 20 marks sterling5 [to be paid twice a year].

1

He must come with a war horse.
The war horse must have all of its harness, meaning saddle, bridle, reins and armor.
3
Sir John must come arrayed or dressed for battle, meaning bring his own body armor and weapons.
4
Annually, every year.
5
A mark was an old form of currency which equaled about 2/3 of a pound sterling (silver).
2
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6. Letter from Robert Jevyn to the Lord Chancellor (1485)
John Alcock, the bishop of Worcester, was appointed lord chancellor of England when Henry VII
came to the throne in 1485. As lord chancellor Worcester was the most senior minister in the
kingdom, in charge of the Chancery, the king’s writing office, which also had its own law court and
judges. People of all walks of life wrote to the chancellor to notify him of crimes which had been
committed, in hopes that he would do something to bring the guilty to justice. Worcester faced many
challenges as lord chancellor including keeping the peace throughout the kingdom. His job was
made harder by the lawlessness of many powerful men, the so-called “overmighty subjects,” who
subverted the common law. Such men employed armed servants, known as retainers, to exert their
will over a region regardless of whether they were breaking the law or not. The retainers were said
to belong to the great man’s “affinity.” To make matters worse these great men frequently used
their connections to the local courts to arrest and bring false charges against anyone they wanted
to threaten or punish.
In the following selection a man is writing to the lord chancellor to report what he believes
to be an unjust arrest.
1) In what manner was he arrested?
2) Why does he think the men who took him to jail acted wrongly?
3) What does he want to lord chancellor to do and why?
4) Why might the lord chancellor be concerned with this matter?

[From A.F. Pollard, ed., The Reign of Henry VII from Contemporary Sources, vol.1 (London, 1914),
pp.76-77. Spelling and punctuation modernized by Robert J. Mueller.]
Meekly beseecheth your poor orator1 Robert Jevyn, of the town of Herburgh, that whereas he was in
his house in God’s peace and the king’s on Sunday, that is to say, the sixth day of Novermber the
first year of the reign of King Henry VII [1485], after nine of the clock at night, Richard Ingorby
and William Whitton, with other riotous persons to the number of sixteen, came to the house of
your said orator, and there and then with force and arms did shoot at the gates, and with axes,
glaives2 and other weapons of war break up the said gates and entered into the said house, and there
beat your said orator and his wife and diverse of their servants which were in despair of their lives.
After which riot and trespass so done, gracious lord, one Alexander Starkey, with diverse persons of
the same affinity and fellowship, took your said orator out of his said house and led him by night
twelve miles thence to Leicester, and there put him in prison, without any authority or cause

1

In legal documents the word orator was used to refer to the plaintiff in a case, the individual who was swearing out a complaint against
a person accused of a crime. In this case the orator is Robert Jevyn.
2
A spear-like weapon with a single edged blade at the end. It was used to hack rather than stab.
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reasonable, and there keepeth your said orator against all right and good conscience, and also to his
uttermost undoing without your good and gracious lordship to him be showed in this behalf.
Please it therefore the same, the premises3 tenderly considered, to grant a corpus cum causa4
directed to the jailer of the said town to bring the body of your said orator, with the cause of his
arrest, before the king in his Chancery.

3

The premises refers to what was mentioned earlier.
Corpus cum causa is a legal term referring to a written order to produce a suspect in a court of law and information on the crime he is
accused of committing. It is also known as a writ of habeus corpus which literally means “produce the body.”
4
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7. The Abbott of Eynsham vs. Sir Robert Harcourt and others (1503)
Law and order in England was based on the common law, a set of laws dating back to the twelfth
century which were common to men of all social ranks. During the Wars of the Roses the weakness
of kings had a deleterious effect on the legal system. The common law courts were seriously
damaged by powerful men who simply ignored the common law and used their private servants,
called retainers, to do what they pleased in their region of the kingdom. This situation threatened
the prestige of the monarch who was supposed to be the fountain-head of justice in the kingdom.
In the selection below Sir Robert Harcourt was a powerful man in Oxfordshire who came
into conflict with the monks of the abbey in the town of Eynsham. A retainer of Harcourt began the
conflict by stealing a boat from two monks and leaving them stranded on an island in the middle of
a river. Later another retainer used a boat to get to an orchard owned by the monastery and steal
their produce. The monks drove the man off and chained the boat to a tree in retaliation for the boat
which had been stolen earlier. Sir Robert saw this act as an attack on himself and sent his men to
punish the monastery. Ultimately this case was taken to the new Court of Star Chamber where the
judges were members of the king’s council and could not be threatened by an over-mighty subject
like Harcourt. The following comes from the records of this court.
After reading the selection below try to answer the following questions:
1) To what lengths do the retainers of Sir Robert Harcourt go to punish the monks?
2) How does the monastery react?
3) What can the shire authorities do about Harcourt?
4) Why might this local dispute be of concern to Henry VII?
[From A.F. Pollard, ed., The Reign of Henry VII from Contemporary Sources, vol.1 (London, 1914),
pp. 93-94. Spelling and punctuation modernized by Robert J. Mueller.]
…The [tenth] day of April next ensuing which was Low Sunday1 came Thomas Cater, John
Vaughan, John Welsh, John Stokely, Thomas Badam, John Hepy [and six others] with other
persons unknown, servants retained to the said Sir Robert Harcourt into the town of Eynsham with
force and arms, that is to say also with bows and arrows, swords, bucklers,2 hauberks,3 bills4 and
daggers, and then and there went into diverse houses and sought and enquired if any servant
pertaining to the Abbey might be found. And so it fortuned that they met with an innocent body,
one John Hadley clerk5 of the church of the said monastery having a bottle in his hand to fetch oil

1

Low Sunday is the first Sunday after Easter.
Bucklers were small shields which were buckled to one’s forearm.
3
Hauberks were another name for halberds which were long poles with a vicious blade at the end which could both stab and slash. It was
frequently used by guards.
4
A bill was a spear with a concave blade or axe on the end.
5
The word clerk derives from the Latin clericus, meaning a clergymen. Since clergy controlled all schooling in the Middle Ages and
were almost the only individuals who knew how to read and write, they were frequently used as secretaries and record keepers. The term
2
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for the said church. And there violently the said Thomas Cater smited the said John Hadley with a
dagger and sore hurt and wounded him on the head, whereupon the said clerk returned into your
said monastery and showed the prior6 and Covent7 being at supper how they had beaten and hurt
him and that they were coming after him. Upon which showing the said prior sent for the constable
and the tithing men to see the peace kept.
And thereupon the said constable and tithing men charged the said riotous and evil disposed persons
to keep the peace in God’s name and the king’s, and they defied them and put them in jeopardy of
their lives. And so incontinent came to the gates of the said monastery and shot in arrows putting
the prior and sub-prior in jeopardy of their lives, and hewed at the said gates with their bills and
lifted them out of their hooks with their hauberks. Then they within the gates as the porter with
others sett timber against the gate and did under set it again. And then they took their hauberks and
hewed at their legs under the gate. And then they made an outcry and called for straw and furzes8
for to set fire on the gates and on the said monastery. Moreover the said evil-doers afterwards went
to Staunton and raised up more people that night and drove the said prior to ordain men for the
safeguard of them and the monastery to watch all night unto the next morrow that they sent for
[two] justices of the peace…9
And notwithstanding the premises,10 the said Sir Robert Harcourt and his adherents of very pure
malice, without any occasion or lawful cause given unto him or any of his, hath untruly indicted
certain of the monks of the said monasteries at Islip of felony…. And so utterly he intendeth to undo
them except your good grace to them be showed in this behalf. And yet after all this the said Sir
Robert Harcourt could not be content but intended to indict more of the said monks at the Sessions11
kept at Chipping Norton and thereall the court knew and perceived that it was of willful malice, so
that at the Sessions he could not obtain his malicious purpose….
Also the said Sir Robert Harcourt contrary to the laudable statutes of this land maintaineth certain
evil disposed persons in the towns of Eynsham and Cherlebury… So that the officers and servants
of your said Orators, when they shall require any rents or other duties be so threatened and
embraced with the said Sir Robert and his servants that they dare not peaceably do your said orator
service.
clerk came to mean anyone who had the ability to read and write and by the fifteenth century anyone who had these skills was considered
a low-level member of the church.
6
A prior was the second-in-command in a large religious house, next in authority to the abbot. In smaller religious houses he might take
the place of an abbot and perform an abbot’s duties.
7
A covent was a gathering of persons for a common purpose, in this case a congregation of monks.
8
Furzes were evergreen shrubs which when dried were used as kindling to start fires.
9
Justices of the peace were unpaid officers of a shire who were chosen by the king to “keep the peace” in a region. They had the power
to make arrests, imprison malefactors and act as judges for minor crimes in the session courts. They were usually gentleman or knights.
10
By premises the author means “that which was just said.”
11
Sessions were periodic meetings of the justices of the peace of a shire to hear cases involving crimes or breaches of the peace
committed since the last meeting of the sessions.

19

Week Three Readings

(Tudor Government:
King, Courts and Parliament)
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8. Thomas Smith, On the Republic of England (1583)
To understand Tudor government one must first understand the role and powers of the monarch as
the Tudors saw it. Sir Thomas Smith (1513-1577) was a scholar and diplomat under Edward VI and
a privy councilor and member of Parliament under Elizabeth. His great work on the government
and society of England was written early in Elizabeth’s reign and published after his death.
After reading this selection try to answer the following questions:
1) What powers does a monarch have in England?
2) Does he rule absolutely, or must he share power?
3) In what ways is honor shown the king by those who serve him?

[From Thomas Smith, De Republica Anglorum, Book 2, Chapter 3 (London, 1583). Found at
http://www.constitution.org/eng/repang.htm. Spelling and punctuation modernized by Robert J.
Mueller.]

OF THE MONARCH KING OR QUEENE OF ENGLAND
The Prince whom I now call (as I have often before) the Monarch of England, King or Queen, hath
absolutely in his power the authority of war and peace, to defy what Prince it shall please him, and
to bid him war, and again to reconcile himself and enter into league or truce with him at his pleasure
or the advice only of his privy council.
His privy council be chosen also at the Prince’s pleasure out of the nobility or barony, and of the
knights, and esquires, such and so many as he shall think good, who doth consult daily, or when
need is of the weighty matters of the Realm, to give therein to their Prince the best advice they can.
The Prince doth participate to them all, or so many of them, as he shall think good, such legations1
and messages as come from foreign Princes, such letters or occurrences as be sent to himself or to
his secretaries, and keeps so many embassades2 and letters sent unto him secret as he will, although
these have a particular oath of a councilor touching faith and secrets administered unto them when
they be first admitted into that company. So that herein the kingdom of England is far more absolute
than either the dukedom of Venice is, or the kingdom of the Lacedemonians3 was.
In war time, and in the field the Prince hath also absolute power, so that his word is a law. He may
put to death, or to other bodily punishment, whom he shall think so to deserve, without process of

1

Delegations
Official visits by foreign ambassadors, also called “embassies.”
3
The Lacedaemonians were the Spartans of ancient Greece. They were ruled by two kings who held all executive power in the city-state.
2
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law or form of judgment. This hath been sometime used within the Realm before any open war in
sudden insurrections and rebellions . . . .
The prince uses also absolute power in crying and decreeing the monies of the realm by his
proclamation only. The monies be always stamped with the prince’s image and title. The form,
fashion, manner, weight, fineness, and baseness thereof, is at the discretion of the prince. For whom
should the people trust more in that matter than their prince, for the coin is only to certify the
goodness of the metal and the weight, which is affirmed by the prince’s image and mark? …For all
other measures and weights, as well of dry things as of wet, they have accustomed to be established
or altered by the Parliament, and not by the prince’s proclamation only.
The prince uses also to dispense with laws made, whereas equity requires a moderation to be had,
and with pains for transgression of laws, where the pain of the law is applied only to the prince. But
where the forfeit (as in popular actions it chances many times) is part to the prince, the other part to
the declarator, detector or informer. There the prince doth dispense for his own part only. Where the
criminal action is intended by inquisition (that manner is called with us “at the prince’s suit”) the
prince gives absolution or pardon: yet with a clause, modo stet rectus in curia, that is to say, that no
man object against the offender. But notwithstanding that he hath the prince’s pardon, if the person
offended will take upon him the accusation (which in our language is called the appeal) in cases
where it lies, the prince’s pardon doth not serve the offender.
The prince gives all the chief and highest offices or magistracies of the realm, be it of judgment or
dignity, temporal or spiritual, and hath the tenths and first fruits4 of all ecclesiastical promotions,
except in the Universities and certain Colleges which be exempt.
All writs, executions and commandments be done in the prince’s name. We do say in England the
life and member5 of the king’s subjects are the king’s only . . . And therefore all those pleas, which
touch the life or the mutilation of any part of a man, be called “pleas of the crown,” nor can be done
in the name of any inferior person than he or she that holds the crown of England. And likewise no
man can give pardon thereof but the prince only. . . The supreme justice is done in the king’s name,
and by his authority only.

Clergy newly appointed to an ecclesiastical office, like a bishopric, were required in their first year in office to pay one year’s revenue
to the Pope in Rome. These were called first fruits. Every year thereafter the clergyman was required to pay one-tenth of the revenues of
the office to Rome. After Henry VIII’s break from Rome, these first fruits and tenths were paid to the monarch.
5
Here member means “limb,” some part of the body.
4
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The Prince hath the wardship and first marriage6 of all those that hold lands of him in chief.7 And
also the government of all fools natural,8 or such as be made by adventure of sickness, and so
continue, especially if they be landed. . . Diverse other rights and pre-eminences the prince hath
which be called prerogatives royal, or the prerogative of the king, which be declared particularly in
the books of the laws and lawyers of England.
To be short the prince is the life, the head, and the authority of all things that be done in the realm of
England. And to no prince is done more honor and reverence than to the King and Queen of
England. No man speaks to the prince nor serves at the table but in adoration and kneeling, all
persons of the realm be bareheaded9 before him: insomuch that in the chamber of presence where
the cloth of estate is set, no man dare walk, yea though the prince be not there, no man dare tarry
there but bareheaded. This is understood of them of the realm: For all strangers be suffered there
and in all places to use the manner of their country, such is the civility of our nation.

If a man died and his heir was underage, the child became the king’s ward. The king took over management of the ward’s estates until
he or she was eighteen years old, ostensibly to see that the lands were looked after properly. The king also gained the right to arrange a
first marriage for the ward. In practice, however, the monarch frequently handed out wardships to those around him as a reward for
service. The lands of the ward were often worked to the benefit of the holder of the wardship, not the ward.
7
Holding lands in chief refers to the old feudal practice of a vassal holding lands from a lord in exchange for loyalty and military service.
8
Fools natural means individuals suffering from mental illness.
9
No one may wear a hat, scarf, kerchief or any other head covering in the presence of the monarch.
6
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9. Royal Grants from Henry VIII (May 1509)
The monarchs of England commanded respect not simply because they could compel their subjects
to obey them by force, but because they had at their disposal an enormous amount of rewards to
dispense. Running a kingdom was a complex affair and necessitated the employment of thousands of
individuals, some of whom had to have specialized knowledge in a particular field, like law,
finance, religion or warfare. Monarchs could not make all the hiring decisions on their own. He or
she chose the great ministers of state, such as the lord chancellor, lord chamberlain, lord steward
and the chief justices of the common law courts, and relied on them to find qualified people for the
lesser posts in government. These great ministers became important patrons at the royal court,
always on the look-out for talented individuals who were willing to enter into either long-term royal
service or simply do a one-off task. Performing a service for a king or queen often meant that one
could claim a favor from the monarch. These favors, known as patronage, could take many forms,
such as annuities (annual payments of money), appointments to major or minor offices, forgiveness
of debts, permission to buy or sell lands, and religious positions, just to name a very few. To receive
a favor one needed to “make suit” to the monarch through an intermediary known as a patron.
Effective patrons had access to the monarch, either through their position or a personal connection.
The requestor became a client of that patron and often gave money or “presents” as a form of
payment for the patron’s time and effort on their behalf. Their patron asked for the favor
personally from the monarch, sometimes by whispering in the royal ear or by formally presenting a
written request for the favor. If the monarch agreed then a formal grant was written up and
authenticated by the use of an official royal seal. The paperwork was essential in order to be able to
prove at a later date that one had obtained a particular favor from the monarch through the proper
procedure.
Below is a selection of the ninety-three grants made by Henry VIII to individuals at the royal
court in May of 1509, shortly after Henry’s accession to the throne. Try to answer these questions
after looking at these successful requests for patronage:
1) What kinds of people have requested favors from the king? Are they all important or high
ranking individuals?
2) What kinds of patronage are being dispensed by Henry?
3) Why might Thomas Broke have received multiple rewards of patronage from Henry?
4) What does this selection of grants show us about the workings of the patronage system and of
Tudor government in general?
[From Letters and Papers, Foreign and Domestic, of the Reign of Henry VIII, 2nd ed., v.1, Part 1,
ed. R.H. Brodie (London, 1920), p. 28-34.]
9. Sir Harry Marney. To be, for life, Captain of the Guard and Vice-Chamberlain in as ample
manner as Lords Herbert and Darcy. Del. Westm., 12 May, 1 Hen. VIII. . . .
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34. Margaret, Countess of Richmond and Derby, the King's grandmother.1 Grant, for life, of the
manor of Wokking, in Surrey. Del. Westm., 19 May. 1 Hen. VIII. . . .
47. Hugh Denys and Thomas Wolvaston. Licence to alienate2 the manors of Verdons and Vaches,
and lands in Shenley, Overshenley, and Nethershenley, Bucks, to Rob. Brudenell, justice of the
King's Bench, Ralph Verney, Th. Pygot. sen., John Cheyne, Th. Langston, Ralph Lane, and Tho.
Palmer, to the use of the said Pygot and his heirs and assigns. Westm., 21 May. . . .
53. William Cheyney, yeoman of the Wardrobe of Beds. To be keeper of the park of Shirefhutton,
in co. York, during pleasure.3 Greenwich, 18 May, 1 Hen. VIII. Del. Westm., 21 May. . .
54. Hugh Starkey. To be one of the King's sergeants-at-arms, for life. Greenwich, 18 May, 1 Hen.
VIII. Del. Westm., 21 May. . .
55. Thomas Broke, yeoman usher of the Chamber.4 To be, during pleasure, bailiff of the lordship of
Ewelme, void by the death of Thomas Glover. Greenwich, 16 May, 1 Hen. VIII. Del. Westm., 21
May. . . .
60. Henry Wyatt, Master and Keeper of the Jewels. To have an annuity, during pleasure, of 20l.,
payable out of the petit serjeanty and the wards and reliefs due to Norwich Castle &c. Greenwich,
16 May, 1 Hen. VIII. Del. Westm., 22 May. . . .
76. John Carre. To be, during pleasure, one of the sewers of the King's mouth, with an annuity of
20l. Greenwich, 18 May, 1 Hen. VIII. Del. Westm., 26 May. . . .
92. Thomas Broke, yeoman usher of the Chamber. To have, for life, the fee of the Crown, being 6d.
a day, lately held by John Edwardes, deceased. Greenwich, 30 May, 1 Hen. VIII, Del. Croydon, 31
May.

1

Margaret Beaufort, the mother of Henry VII.
To alienate means to sell. Since all land technically belonged to the monarch, permission from the monarch was required to sell some
forms of property.
3
During pleasure meant for as long as the king wished. The king could give the grant to another at any time.
4
A yeoman usher was a common servant who regulated access to a particular room, in this case acting as door warden for the king’s
private rooms.
2
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10. An Act Giving the Court of Star Chamber authority
to punish diverse misdemeanors (1487)
When Henry VII came to the throne in 1485, the common law court system in England was in
shambles. During the Wars of the Roses some great noblemen, known as over-mighty subjects, had
employed armies of retainers, fighting men who received not only wages and rewards from their
lords, but also could expect protection from the law for any crimes they committed. Three practices
became commonplace which caused widespread disorder. The first was livery, wherein a lord gave
each of his retainers either a special uniform, badge (called a token), or sash with his heraldic
symbol on it. It identified who the retainer worked for in a very public manner. The second practice
was maintenance, wherein a lord looked out for his retainers and used his social and political
influence to get them off from crimes. The third was embracery, a more extreme form of
maintenance, wherein a lord would order his other retainers to harass, threaten and even attack
sheriffs, juries and judges, who were called justices, in order to get his retainers acquitted of their
crimes in the common law courts. Henry VII knew he had to bring these great noblemen under the
control of law once again. As a result he created a new kind of court in England, called an equity
court, which did not follow common law procedures. Instead of a single judge or a jury of common
men who listened to cases which were pleaded by lawyers trained in the common law, an equity
court was made up of a panel of the King’s councilors, great men who had the backing of the
monarch and so could not be threatened or overawed by any nobleman no matter how powerful.
They examined cases using common sense and thus did not need training in the common law to
reach their decisions. This panel of judges met in a room in Westminster Hall that had a pattern of
stars on the ceiling and so became known as the Court of Star Chamber. Its success in making
noblemen and their followers obey the laws of England helped save the justice system and gained
great prestige for Henry VII.
After reading the selection below, try to answer the following questions.
1) Why is this Parliamentary act needed?
2) Who are the judges for the new court?
3) What powers do they have?
4) Do you see any restrictions on what they can do?
[Geoffrey Elton, The Tudor Constitution, 2nd ed. (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1982),
166-167.]
The King our sovereign lord remembereth how by unlawful maintenances, giving of liveries, signs
and tokens, and retainers by indenture, promises, oaths, writing or otherwise, embraceries of his
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subjects, untrue demeanings1 of his sheriffs in making of panels2 and other untrue returns, by taking
of money by juries, by great riots and unlawful assemblies, the policy and good rule of this realm is
almost subdued, and for the non-punishment of this inconvenience and by occasion of the premises3
nothing or little may be found by inquiry,4 whereby the laws of the land in execution may take little
effect, to the increase of murders, robberies, perjuries, and unsureties5 of all men living and losses
of their lands and goods, to the great displeasure of Almighty God:
Be it therefore ordained for reformation of the premises by the authority of this Parliament, That the
chancellor and treasurer of England for the time being and keeper of the King’s privy seal, or two of
them, calling to him a bishop and a temporal lord of the King’s most honorable Council and the two
chief justices of the King’s Bench and Common Pleas for the time being, or other two justices in
their absence, upon bill or information put to the said chancellor for the King or any other against
any person for any misbehaving afore rehearsed, have authority to call before them by writ6 or privy
seal7 the said misdoers, and them and other by their discretions to whom the truth may be known to
examine, and such as they find therein defective8 to punish them after their demerits,9 after the form
and effect of statutes thereof made, in like manner and form as they should and ought to be
punished if they were thereof convict[ed] after the due order of the law.

1

Demeanings were acts which humiliated or lessened the authority of an official.
When a crime was committed a sheriff was supposed to assemble a panel of jurors. These jurors were witnesses who gave information
about crimes they may have witnessed. They did not decide guilt or innocence. That was the role of the justice – the judge.
3
Premises means the “aforementioned things,” in this case such as the crimes against sheriffs, witnesses and juries.
4
Little can be found by the questioning of witnesses.
5
Insecurities or uncertainties.
6
A writ was an official written order to which was affixed a wax seal.
7
The privy seal was a seal used by the King’s council to authenticate its orders.
8
Guilty.
9
Demerits were acts deserving blame or offenses against law.
2
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11. An Act against Unlawful Retainers and Liveries (1504)
Henry VII made clever and calculated use of Parliament in his fight against over-mighty subjects.
He did not call the two houses together periodically merely to ask for extra money from taxes.
Rather he saw it also as a consultative body which could give him the constitutional tools he needed
to centralize his power and authority. The Yorkist king Edward IV had used an earlier Parliament
to spell out who could become a retainer: menial servants, officers of a lord’s household and legal
advisors. But noblemen either disregarded this law or kept a very loose definition of the positions –
and so employed soldiers as “servants.” In 1486 Henry VII had Parliament pass an act which
clarified the rules for retaining men and made his nobles swear oaths to not abuse the law. The king
could not simply outlaw all retaining. He had to walk a fine line between his own safety and
weakening his nobility too much. The retainers of his nobles were the backbone of Henry’s armed
forces, and they were a necessity for the country’s defense. However, even these new rules were not
always followed, and in 1504 Henry again went to Parliament to deal with the problem of unlawful
retaining. The difference this time was that unlike in 1486 the king was firmly on his throne and
could act more forcefully against the great lords. The result was this Parliamentary act which
proved to be very successful.
After reading the selection below, try to answer the following questions.
1) What will happen to lords who retain men illegally?
2) What penalty will be imposed on the illegal retainers themselves?
3) Why would the king expect these penalties to be effective?
[From George Burton Adams and H. Morse Stephens, eds., Select Documents of English
Constitutional History (London: MacMillan & Co, Ltd., 1901), 216-218.]

[…] our said sovereign lord and king ordaineth, establisheth and enacteth by the said authority, that
no person of what estate or degree or condition he be, by himself or any other for him by his
commandment or agreement or assent, privily1 or openly give any livery or sign, or retain any
person other than such as he giveth household wages unto without fraud or color, or that he be his
manual2 servant or his officer or man learned in one law or in the other, by any writing, oath,
promise, livery, sign, badge, token, or in any other manner or wise unlawfully retain; and if any do
the contrary that then he run and fall in the pain and forfeiture for every such livery and sign, badge

1
2

Privately.
Literally, “working with his hands.”
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or token 100 s[hillings]3 and the taker and accepter of every such livery, badge, token, or sign to
forfeit and pay for every such livery and sign, badge, or token so accepted 100 s[hillings], and for
every month that he useth or keepeth such livery or sign, badge or token after that he hath taken or
accepted the same to forfeit and pay 100 s[hillings], and every person that by oath, writing or
promise, or in any other wise unlawfully retain privily or openly, and also every such person that so
is retained, to forfeit and pay for every such time 100 s[hillings] . . . .

3

In the English monetary system there were twelve (12) pennies (or pence) to a shilling, and twenty (20) shillings to a pound sterling. To
give a sense of the buying power of money, in 1500 a bushel of wheat cost about 8 pence. A bushel of wheat could produce about 70 onepound loaves of bread.
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Week Four Readings

(The Achievements of Henry VII)
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12. Richard Grafton, Chronicle
(Death of Perkin Warbeck)
It is important to remember that Henry VII was the first of a new dynasty who reached the throne of
England only through victory on the battlefield. As such Henry’s rule was threatened during his
first twelve years by both rebellions of his nobles and invasions by pretenders who sought to
impersonate noblemen with actual claims to the English throne. The most serious of these threats
was Perkin Warbeck (1474-1499) who pretended to be Richard, Duke of York, the younger son of
Edward IV, and invaded England on several occasions, once backed by the Habsburg ruler of
Flanders, then backed by the Scots, and finally on his own in 1497. Henry defeated him each time
without much effort, and finally captured him after his final invasion attempt. Warbeck was
imprisoned in the Tower of London. Two years later he convinced another prisoner, the Earl of
Warwick, a Yorkist with a legitimate claim to the throne, to escape from the Tower with him. They
were unsuccessful and both paid the ultimate price.
Richard Grafton was a printer who produced a history of England from 1189 to the end of
Queen Mary’s reign. He published his history when the Tudors were firmly on the throne. Read this
selection and answer the following questions:
1) What were the particulars of Warbeck’s attempted escape?
2) Why did Grafton consider him to be a particularly bad man?
3) Why was the execution of the Earl of Warwick significant? What did it lead to?
[From Richard Grafton, Grafton’s Chronicle or, History of England . . . from the year 1189, to
1558, inclusive (London, 1809), p.220.]
Perkin [Warbeck] . . . being now in hold,1 could not live with the destruction of himself, and
confusion of others that had associated themselves with him, but began now to study which way to
fly and escape. For he by false persuasions and liberal promises, corrupted . . . his keepers, being
servants to Sir John Digby, Lieutenant [of the Tower of London]. Insomuch that they (as it at their
arraignment openly proved) intended to have slain the said Master,2 and to set Perkin and the Earl
of Warwick3 at large, which Earl was by them made privy of this enterprise, and thereunto (as all
natural creatures love liberty) to his distinction assented. But this crafty device and subtle
imagination, being opened and disclosed, sorted to none effect,4 and so he being repulsed and put
back from all hope and good luck with all his accomplices and confederates . . . were the sixteenth
day of November arraigned and condemned at Westminster.

Being in hold means “being held.”
Digby
3
Edward Plantagenet, 17th Earl of Warwick (1475-1499) was a descendant of Edward III and thus was the chief Yorkist claimant to the
English throne. He had been imprisoned by Henry VII since the opening days of his reign as a possible threat. Warwick’s claim to the
throne was seen as a significant stumbling block to closer relations between Spain and England.
4
Sorted to none effect means “failed.”
1
2
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And on the three and twenty day of the same month, Perkin and John Awater were drawn to
Tyburn,5 and there Perkin, standing on a little scaffold, read his confession, which before you have
heard, and took it on his death to be true. And so he and John Awater asked the king forgiveness
and died patiently. This was the reward of the pernicious ally of Perkin Warbeck, which in his life
with false persuasions and untrue surmises had brought many noble personages to death and utter
perdition, so at his death he brought with him other of the same sort to their not undeserved
punishment. And amongst others Edward, Earl of Warwick, which as the fame went, consented to
break prison, and to depart out of the realm with Perkin (which in prisoners is high treason) was the
21st day of the said month arraigned at Westminster before the Earl of Oxford, then High Constable
of England, of the said treason, which whether it were by the enticement of others or of his own free
will (many may doubt because of his innocence) confessed the fact and submitted himself to the
king’s mercy. And upon his confession he had his judgment, and according thereunto, the 28th day
of November. [1499] was brought to the scaffold and there beheaded.
The fame after his death sprang abroad, that Ferdinand, King of Spain would never make
full conclusion of the matrimony to be had between Prince Arthur [Tudor] and the Lady Catherine
his daughter, nor send her into England as long as this Earl lived. For he imagined that as long as
any Earl of Warwick lived, that England should never be cleansed nor purged of civil war and privy
sedition, so much was the name of Warwick in other regions, had in fear and jealousy.

5

Tyburn was a famous location just outside of London where a gallows was erected at the intersection of two main roads. This allowed
easy access for the large crowds which enjoyed witnessing the executions of criminals and traitors, a popular entertainment in the
sixteenth century. It is significant to note that by mentioning this venue Grafton is indicating that Warbeck was hung as a commoner.
Compare this method of execution with that of the Earl of Warwick, who was beheaded in the traditional manner for nobles.

32

13. Treaty with Ferdinand and Isabella (1499)
Henry VII’s defeat and capture of Perkin Warbeck in 1497 was a turning point in his relations with
other major European powers, such as Spain, France and the Holy Roman Empire, because he had
proven that his dynasty was stable and likely to last. As a result, Henry entered into treaties with
several states. A treaty can give us a glimpse of the kind of things which matter greatly to a country,
since each signatory gains particular benefits as well as responsibilities from signing it. After
reading the following treaty made between Henry and the rulers of Spain, try to answer these
questions:
1) Why do you think Henry VII wanted this treaty? What were his greatest concerns for his
kingdom?
2) What does Henry gain from a military or security standpoint from this treaty?
3) What does Henry gain from an economic standpoint?
4) What responsibilities does Henry agree to?
[From A.J. Pollard, ed., The Reign of Henry VII from Contemporary Sources (London, 1907), pp.
314-315.]

1. A true friendship and alliance for all future times is concluded between Henry VII, his heirs and
successors, on the one side, and Ferdinand and Isabella, their heirs and successors on the other side.
The allies are obliged to assist and succor1 one another, with all their power, against all and every
person in the world, without any exceptions in the defense of their present dominions.
2. Neither of the allies shall assist by deeds or by counsel, the enemies of the other ally who intend
to invade the dominions which he at present possesses, without any exception or reservation. They
are, on the contrary, obliged to assist one another in such a case with all their power. The ally,
however, who requests the other to succor him, must pay the expenses, which will be fixed in
accordance with the price of provisions etc. . . .
4. The subjects of either of the allies are at liberty to travel and carry on commerce, or other
business, in the dominions of the other ally. Neither general nor special passports are required. They
shall be treated like the native born subjects of the country in which they are staying.
5. Neither of the allies shall permit the rebels of the other ally to stay in his dominions, nor show
them favor, nor permit favor to be shown to them by his subjects. If such rebels be found in the
dominions of either of the allies, they shall be arrested and delivered to the Prince against whom
they have rebelled. . . .

1
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7. Prizes, reprisals and letters of marque2 shall not be conceded to subjects of either of the allies
against subjects of the other ally. . . .
8. If subjects of either of the allies do anything in contravention of this treaty, reparation3 shall be
made, but the treaty itself shall remain in force.
9. This treaty will be publicly proclaimed, within six months, in all towns and seaports of the
dominions of the allies. . . .

Prizes were ships captured in a naval engagement. Reprisals were naval attacks made as retaliation for an earlier attack on a country’s
shipping. A letter of marque was a document issued by a government to a captain of a ship allowing him to legally attack and plunder
ships engaged in piracy or vessels of certain other European powers with whom the issuing power was at war.
3
Reparation was a payment made to “repair” damages made from the breaking of an article of the treaty, such as an attack on, capture of
or confiscation of the goods of a commercial vessel of one of the two allies.
2
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14. The Great Chronicle of London (Empson & Dudley)
Henry VII established his Tudor dynasty on a firm foundation of three sound policies. His foreign
policy was based around an alliance with Spain and a necessity to keep the Low Countries
independent. His domestic policy included using both Parliament and the law courts, especially the
Court of Star Chamber, to bring under control his over-mighty subjects who had been riding
roughshod over the common law. Finally, his economic policy included both frugality and the
squeezing of the last pence out of his subjects. Whereas the first two policies earned him a
reputation as a shrewd and farsighted monarch, the last left a lasting stain on his reputation. Many
of his subjects came to regard Henry VII as a greedy and grasping ruler who established an
arbitrary system of taxation.
The ire of the English was also turned towards two men who were at the center of Henry’s
program of collecting everything his subjects might owe him, Sir Richard Empson (c.1450-1510)
and Edmund Dudley (c.1462-1510). Both men were of gentle birth and rose high at Henry’s court.
They both were appointed to the king’s council, became members of Parliament and each served as
Speaker of the House of Commons, a high honor. Empson was knighted and became the chancellor
of the Duchy of Lancaster, a position of high responsibility. Dudley became extremely wealthy from
the proceeds of his tax work, bought landed estates and established his family in society and at
court. After Henry VII’s death they were imprisoned by his son and ultimately beheaded.
Read the selection below from a chronicle of the time and try to answer the following
questions:
1) Why were Empson and Dudley so greatly hated?
2) Who were their victims?
3) How did people react when they were imprisoned?
4) Why do you think Henry VII employed such men and turned a blind eye to their tactics?
[From C.H. Williams, ed., English Historical Documents, vol.5 (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode,
1967), 400-401.]

And this year [1509] sprang much sorrow through the land, for by the means of a few ungracious
persons which named themselves the king’s promoters many unlawful and forgotten statutes and
acts made hundreds of years passed were now quickened and sharply called upon to the great
unquietness of many of the king’s subjects as well the rich as the other that had any competent
substance. . . . Yet now and specially since Empson and Dudley were set in authority, many more in
number were called before them for many surmised causes, of the which none escaped without
paying the fines little or much, and if it were such a matter as some would abide the trial of the law,
then they had their false juries so fixed unto them that they were well assured that they would not
pass against their minds, for all was done in the king’s name and yet the most profit came to their
coffers.
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Now statutes for hunting, for selling or buying of wools, for trysting of strangers over six months,1
of paying of gold to strangers,2 for buying or selling of silks raw, or other merchandise contrary [to]
ordinances of long time and out of mind made3. . . And over all these were lastly sought out all
outlawries4 since the beginning of the king’s reign which were called in and caused to fine right
grievously, and such parties as were dead, their executors were called in and caused to agree for
them, and some time one man was taken for another, and caused to clear himself to his great charge,
so that what by one means and other almost none that ought had was without trouble these days.
And this perverse trouble was not only laid unto the temporalty,5 but also bishops and many other of
the spiritualty were also vexed full uncharitably and full grievously...
And upon Tuesday being even[ing] of [The Feast of ]St. Mark or the 24th day of April, king Henry
VIIIth of that name upon 18 years of age was proclaimed king of this land. And the same afternoon
his Grace came unto the Tower and there was lodged for a season.6 In the which time Empson and
Dudley were by a politic means brought unto the said Tower where they were accused of Treason
and so remained there as prisoners to the great rejoicing of many a true Englishman. And shortly
after were many of their disciples, promoters of all ill, called to a reckoning and cast in sundry
prisons…

1

Strangers were foreigners. They were only to stay in England for six months at a time unless they had special paperwork.
Gold was a precious commodity and most kingdoms had laws preventing the export of gold, even gold coins used for payment.
3
Ordinances of long time and out of mind made means laws made so long ago no one remembers them.
4
Suspects of crimes who ran away rather than face a trial were frequently outlawed, which meant they were literally placed outside the
law. Anyone who found them could treat them in any way they wished. Some such individuals returned to their homes after an interval of
months to years and tried to live a normal life hoping their earlier crimes had been forgotten.
5
The laity.
6
It was the custom in England that new monarchs resided in the Tower of London for a few weeks as they took up the reigns of power.
2
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15. An Act Authorizing the King to Repeal Attainders
by Letters Patent (1504)
An attainder was an act passed by Parliament which legally “tainted” the blood of an individual
who had been convicted of treason. The attainted person lost all civil rights, including the right to
inherit property or hold land. Needless to say, many attainted persons earnestly desired to reconcile
with the king in order to regain their rights. However, previous to this piece of legislation only a
second act of Parliament could “reverse” or undo an attainder. The problem was that Parliament
only met every few years and for only four to six weeks on average. If Parliament were very busy
with other matters, as it frequently was, it might not have the time to hear and vote on acts to
reverse attainders of individuals who had made up with the king.
In the following passage pay attention to how Henry VII takes advantage of this situation to
offer a solution to the problem.
1) How does Henry benefit from this new piece of legislation which was passed by Parliament?
2) How does it affect the power and authority of the king?
3) How does it affect the power and authority of Parliament?
[Geoffrey Elton, The Tudor Constitution, 2nd ed. (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1982),
23-24.]
The King our sovereign lord, considering that divers and many persons, whereof some of
them . . . were and be attainted of high treason . . ., have made instant and diligent pursuit in their
most humble wise to his Highness . . . to have the said attainders reversed . . ., the King’s Highness
of his especial grace, mercy and pity . . . is therefore inclined to hear and speed reasonably the said
petitioners; So, if there were convenient time and space in the present Parliament (as it is not, for
the great and weighty matters concerning the common weal1 of this land treated in the same and that
the said Parliament draweth so near to the end, and that after the same his Highness is not minded,
for the ease of his subjects, without great, necessary and urgent causes, of long time to call and
summon a new Parliament), by which long tract of time the said suitors and petitioners were and
should be discomforted and in despair of expedition2 of their suits, petitions and causes, unless
convenient remedy for them were purveyed in this behalf.

1
2
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Wherefore, and in consideration of the premises,3 the King’s Highness is agreed and contented that
it be enacted by the Lords spiritual and temporal and the Commons in this present Parliament
assembled, and by authority of the same, that the King’s Highness from henceforth, during his life,
shall have plain and full authority and power by his letters patent4 under his great seal to reverse,
annul, repeal and avoid5 [all attainders made in the present reign or that of Richard III, down to and
including the present Parliament]. And that the said letters patent . . . be as good, effectual and
available in the law . . . as if the same matters . . . were fully enacted, established and authorized
by authority of Parliament.

3

Premises were what was written earlier in the document.
Letters patent were government documents (literally, “open letters”) which were signed by the king granting an individual a particular
office, opportunity or benefit. They were stamped with the king’s great seal to authenticate them and prove that the document was legal.
5
void
4
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16. George Cavendish, The Rise of Wolsey
Thomas Wolsey (1473 -1530) was born the humble son of a butcher. However, local clergy
recognized his native intelligence and brought him into the Church as a young man. He had the
distinction of being one of the youngest graduates of Oxford, getting his bachelor’s degree at age
fifteen. Wolsey rose in the service of the Marquess of Dorset who acted as his patron and secured
him a position at the court of Henry VII. However, Wolsey gained the attention of his son Henry
VIII by completing a diplomatic mission which should have taken weeks in a matter of days. His
reward was to be made the king’s almoner, a minor ecclesiastical office in the king’s household but
one which allowed him regular access to the king. Within a short time Henry appointed Wolsey to
the King’s Council and later to a series of important ecclesiastical and secular offices, including
Archbishop of York and Lord Chancellor of England. Henry also pressured the Pope to make
Wolsey a cardinal, a reward which made Wolsey the most important Church official in England.
George Cavendish (1497-1562) was a gentleman usher in Wolsey’s household, a position
which allowed him to witness many important events in the cardinal’s life. After Wolsey’s death
Cavendish wrote a biography of the man, the most important source we have on many aspects of
Wolsey’s life. The biography is also an excellent source on life at the court of Henry VIII and on the
way patronage and politics worked in the sixteenth century.
Read the following selection and try to answer these questions:
1) Why does Wolsey become an important councilor to Henry VIII?
2) What does Wolsey realize about the king that other councilors did not?
3) What benefits does Wolsey reap by his close relationship to the king?
[From George Cavendish, The Life and Death of Cardinal Wolsey, ed. Ian Lancashire (Web
Development Group, University of Toronto Library, 1997), pp.11-13. Found at
http://www.library.utoronto.ca/utel/ret/cavendish/cavendish.html. Accessed January 11, 2016.]

[Wolsey] in whom the king conceived such a loving fancy, especially for that he was most earnest
and readiest among all the Council to advance the king’s only will and pleasure without any respect
to the case. The king therefore perceived him to be a meet1 instrument for the accomplishment of
his devised will and pleasure [and] called him more near unto him and esteemed him so highly that
his estimation and favor put all other ancient2 councilors out of their accustomed favor that they
were in before. Insomuch as the king committed all his will and pleasure unto his disposition and

1
2
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older or more experienced
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order, who wrought so all his matters that all his endeavor was only to satisfy the king’s mind,
knowing right well that it was the very vain and right course to bring him to high promotion.
The king was young and lusty, disposed all to mirth and pleasure and to follow his desire and
appetite, nothing minding to travail in the busy affairs of this realm, the which the Almoner3
perceived very well, [He] took upon him therefore to disburden the king of so weighty a
charge and troublesome business putting the king in comfort that he shall not need to spare any time
of his pleasure for any business that should necessary happen in the Council as long as he being
there having the king’s authority and commandment doubted not to see all things sufficiently
furnished and perfected the which would first make the king privy of all such matters . . .
And whereas the other ancient councilors would (according to the office of good councilors) diverse
times persuade the king to have sometime an intercourse into the Council, there to hear what was
done in weighty matters, the which pleased the king nothing at all, for he loved nothing worse than
to be constrained to do anything contrary to his royal will and pleasure. And that knew the Almoner
very well having a secret intelligence of the king’s natural inclination. And so fast as the other
councilors advised the king to leave his pleasure and to attend to the affairs of his realm, so busily
did the Almoner persuade him to the contrary, which delighted him much and caused him to have
the greater affection and love to the Almoner.
Thus the Almoner ruled all them that before ruled him, such did his policy and wit bring to pass.
Who was now in high favor but Master Almoner? Who had all the suits but Master Almoner? And
who ruled all under the king but Master Almoner? Thus he persevered still in favor. At last in came
presents, gifts, and rewards so plentifully that (I dare say) he lacked nothing that might other please
his fancy or enrich his coffers.

An almoner was a clergyman in a great lord’s household who collected together leftover food after meals, as well as used clothing, and
saw that it was distributed to the poor as alms.
3
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17. Polydore Vergil, Character Sketch of Wolsey
Thomas Wolsey’s meteoric rise to power and preferment at Henry VIII’s court was not looked on
favorably by many, especially those individuals who looked upon him as an upstart of low birth who
had usurped their own authority with the king. Polydore Vergil, an early historian of England
during the Tudor reign, gives an account of Wolsey’s character. Please read the following excerpt
and try to answer these questions:
1) What is Polydore Vergil’s assessment of Wolsey as a man?
2) What about his behavior was seen as particularly troublesome?
3) How does this account of Wolsey agree with that of George Cavendish? How does it differ?
4) What does this tell us about the two authors?
[C.H. Williams, ed., English Historical Documents, vol.5 (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode, 1967),
402-403.]
Now, not long afterwards, Christopher, cardinal of York,1 died at Rome, and Wolsey, bishop of
Lincoln was next made archbishop of York, and shortly afterwards chancellor of the realm, from
which office William Warham, archbishop of Canterbury resigned of his own accord. To have this
abundant good fortune must be regarded as most estimable if it is showered upon sober, moderate,
and self-controlled men, who are not puffed up by power, do not become arrogant with wealth, and
do not give themselves airs because of their good fortune. None of these qualities appeared in
Wolsey. Acquiring so many offices at almost the same time, he became so proud that he began to
regard himself as the equal of kings. Soon he began to use a golden seat, a golden cushion, a golden
cloth on his table, and when he went on foot, he had his hat – the symbol of his cardinal’s rank –
carried before him by a servant, and raised aloft like a holy idol, and he had it put upon the very
altar in the king’s chapel during divine service. Thus Wolsey, with his arrogance and ambition
aroused against himself the hatred of the whole country, and by his hostility towards the nobility
and the common people, caused them the greatest irritation through his vainglory. He was, indeed,
detested by everyone, because he assumed that he could undertake nearly all the offices of state by
himself. . . .

Christopher Bainbridge (c.1462/64-1514) may have been an influence on Wolsey’s career aspirations. Bainbridge had been archbishop
of York, whose archdiocese oversaw the religious welfare of the English in the northern half of England and was considered second in
rank to the archdiocese of Canterbury. However, Pope Julius II made Bainbridge both a cardinal and a papal legate, a personal
ambassador from the pope, which had the effect of making him of higher rank than the archbishop of Canterbury. With all these
ecclesiastical positions he became Primate of England, the supreme religious authority in the kingdom.
1
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It was, indeed, as a result of this that some of the leading counsellors, when they saw so much
power falling into the hands of one man, gradually withdrew from the court, Canterbury and
Winchester2 were among the first to leave, going into their dioceses. But before they left, like loyal
statesmen, they earnestly urged the king not to allow any servant to become greater than his lord. . .
. Then Thomas, duke of Norfolk returned to his estates, and afterwards, even Charles, duke of
Suffolk,3 followed the others. . . .
Then, at length, he carefully arranged that Cardinal Lorenzo should at last cross over to England,
three months after his arrival at Calais, and from him he received the dignity of apostolic legate.4
One can scarcely believe how greatly his arrogance was increased as soon as he was invested with
the new dignity, how much he began to scheme the means of satisfying his grandiose plans, seeing
that nothing pleased him so much as worldly vanity compared with which he considered true glory
of little worth. And so, when he saw himself raised to the highest dignity his first consideration was
to emphasize his superiority in rank over other people by some outstanding token. And because
there was scarcely any kind of ceremony which he did not usurp, he was pleased to parade the
honor he had acquired by means of the divine office,5 by the Cross of Christ. When a holy day
occurred, and the king with all his retinue was present, he now began to celebrate divine office with
pontifical rites more frequently than he had been wont to do, employing as ministers to wait upon
him not only bishops and abbots, but also dukes and earls, to hand him the water and napkins for his
hands. Further, he was not satisfied with the one cross which had served him as archbishop of York,
but had to have another one carried before him by two splendidly proportioned priests on great
horses, who rode bare-headed6 whatever the season of the year. This vanity, more pointless than any
known before, aroused both amusement and irritation in everyone, so that all his ostentation was
greeted without any applause, without any acclamation. For the commons7 were irritated and took it
badly that Wolsey should behave so arrogantly in his good fortune.

2

The archbishop of Canterbury and the Bishop of Winchester.
Duke was the highest rank of nobility in the English peerage. Only members of the royal family had more prestige. Previous to Henry
VIII, dukes had been seen as the “natural councilors” of kings, those individuals who due to their birth were most apt to give good
counsel to a monarch. Thus dukes, and other high noblemen, had traditionally been found on the king’s council and given important
offices of state. Thomas, duke of Norfolk, was a national hero for his victory over the Scots at Flodden Field in 1513. Charles, duke of
Suffolk, was Henry’s own brother-in-law and a close friend and confidante. For these two men to leave the court was a sign of their great
displeasure with the king.
4
Cardinal Lorenzo Campeggio had been sent to England by the pope to help arrange a treaty against France. No person could enter the
kingdom without written permission from the king or one of his officials. Wolsey purposefully kept him waiting until he received
confirmation that he would be made a papal legate, a personal ambassador for the pope. Thus Campeggio had waited for three months
until all the appropriate paperwork had been completed to make Wolsey a legate.
5
The divine office is another term for the Mass, the Roman Catholic worship service.
6
Taking one’s hat off and keeping a bare head was a sign of respect.
7
Commoners.
3
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18. Holinshed’s Chronicle, The Response to the Amicable Grant (1525)
Henry VIII desired to show both his manliness and worthiness to be king through an activist foreign
policy. During the early 1520s he repeatedly went to war against France. The new gunpowder
warfare of the sixteenth century was extremely expensive, and Henry’s chief minister Cardinal
Wolsey was compelled to use a variety of financial expedients in order to pay for these wars,
including parliamentary taxes, such as the subsidy, gifts from noblemen and ecclesiastical leaders,
and forced loans. However, by 1525 the country was financially exhausted and yet King Henry
wanted to invade France once again. Wolsey decided to bypass Parliament altogether and collect a
special “gift” from Henry’s subjects, a no-interest loan, which became known as the Amicable
Grant, literally the Friendly Grant, after the Latin word amicus, meaning friend. However, the
reaction of people to this tax was anything but amicable. People both great and small grumbled
about it. The justices of the peace, those unpaid civil servants who kept order in the shires, were
asked to collect it, but they encountered so much resistance that many of them simply “forgot” to do
so. It was an act of civil disobedience over what many saw as an un-parliamentary tax. In the end
Henry had to humiliatingly withdraw his request for it, feigning that he had not understood how
much his people had been suffering financially. Many scholars see Wolsey’s failure to collect the
Amicable Grant as the beginning of Henry’s loss of faith in his abilities which would ultimately lead
to the cardinal’s fall from power.
After reading the selection below, please answer these questions.
1) What did Wolsey expect everyone in England to pay to the king?
2) Why did many people refuse to pay?
3) Why did the king have to back down?
4) What does this event tell us about the power of popular resistance?
[Raphael Holinshed, Holinshed’s Chronicles, v.3 (London, 1908), 709]
The king being determined to make war in France, and to pass [over] the sea himself in person, his
council considered that above all things great treasure and plenty of money must needs be provided.
Wherefore, by the cardinal there was devised strange1 commissions, and sent in the end of March
into every shire, and commissioners appointed, and privy2 instructions sent to them how they should
proceed in their sittings, and order the people to bring to their purpose; which was, that the sixth
part of every man’s substance should be paid in money or plate to the king without delay, for the
furniture3 of his war. Hereof followed such cursing, weeping, and exclamation against both king
and cardinal, that pity it was to hear. And to be brief, notwithstanding all that could be said or done,
forged or devised by the commissioners to persuade the people to this contribution, the same would
not be granted. And in excuse of their denial it was alleged that wrong was offered and the ancient

1
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customs and laws of the realm broken, which would not any man to be charged with such payment,
except it were granted by the estates of the realm in parliament assembled.4
In Essex the people would not assemble before the commissioners in no houses, but in open places,
and in Huntingtonshire diverse5 resisted the commissioners, and would not suffer them to sit, which
were apprehended and sent to the Fleet.6 The duke of Suffolk sitting in commission about this
subsidy in Suffolk, persuaded by courteous means the rich clothiers to assent thereto, but when they
came home, and went about to discharge and put from them their spinners, carders, fullers, weavers,
and other artificers, which they kept in work afore time, the people began to assemble in
companies.7 Whereof when the duke was advertised, he commanded the constables that every
man’s harness8 should be taken from him. But when that was known, then the rage of the people
increased openly on the duke and Sir Robert Drury and threatened them with death, and the cardinal
also. And herewith there assembled together after the manner of rebels four thousand men . . .
which put themselves in harness, and rang the bells’ alarm, and began still to assemble in great
number. . . .
The duke hearing this matter was sorry for their case and promised them that if they would depart
home to their dwellings, he would be a mean for their pardon to the king. Whereupon they were
contented to depart. After this the duke of Norfolk and the duke of Suffolk came to Bury, and
thither resorted much people of the country in their shirts, with halters about their necks,9 meekly
desiring pardon for their offenses. The dukes so wisely demeaned themselves that the commons
were appeased, and the demand of money ceased in all the realm, for well it was perceived that the
commons would pay none. . . .
The king then came to Westminster to the cardinal’s palace and assembled there a great council, in
the which he openly protested that his mind was never to ask any thing of his commons10 which
might sound to the breach of his laws. Wherefore he willed to know by whose means the
commissions were so strictly given forth to the demand the sixth part of every man’s goods. . . . The
king indeed was much offended that his commons were thus treated and thought it touched his
honor, that his council should attempt such a doubtful matter in his name. . . Therefore he would11
no more of that trouble, but caused letters to be sent into all shires, that the matter should no further
be talked of. And he pardoned all of them that had denied the demand openly or secretly. The
cardinal, to deliver himself of the evil will of the commons, purchased by procuring and advancing

4

It was an old custom in England that if a king needed revenue beyond that provided by crown lands, customs or the profits of justice he
must have it voted on by both houses of parliament.
5
many people
6
The Fleet was a prison on the south bank of the Thames river in London.
7
armed groups
8
armor
9
Halters were ropes used to lead livestock. They were a symbol of submission.
10
commoners, common people
11
wanted
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of this demand, affirmed and caused it to be bruited12 abroad, that through his intercession the king
had pardoned and released all things.

12

spread by talk
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19. Meeting of the Legatine Court, June 18, 1529
In order to prevent a fight for the throne after their death all European kings understood their duty
to produce a male heir who would succeed them legitimately and carry on the dynastic line. By
1527 Henry VIII was still without a male heir and unlikely to have one with his first wife Catherine
of Aragon, who was then over forty years of age. Catherine had conceived a daughter, Princess
Mary, in 1516, but since that time none of the infants she had given birth to had lived more than a
few days. Henry came to believe that his lack of a male heir was a judgment from God. Catherine
had been married to his brother Arthur for five months before his death. Henry’s father had
arranged for a dispensation from the pope to allow Henry to marry his sister-in-law. In 1527 Henry
looked for a reason why God might have denied him a son and found it in the Bible, specifically in
the Book of Leviticus (18:16) which stated, “Thou shalt not uncover the nakedness of thy brother's
wife: it is thy brother's nakedness.” This verse became a key part of his argument that his marriage
to Catherine ought to be annulled – meaning the marriage should never have been allowed to occur
in the first place. Henry looked to his lord chancellor Cardinal Thomas Wolsey to get this marriage
annulled.
In 1529 Cardinal Lorenzo Campeggio, a papal ambassador, called a legate, was sent by the
pope to hear Henry’s case against Catherine. He and Wolsey, who was also a papal legate, held a
special court in which each of the royals gave testimony. The records of this legatine court still
survive and give us an insight into the mind of Henry VIII. This excerpt picks up the meeting after
Queen Catherine has given her testimony on how she has always been a good and diligent wife and
then leaves the courtroom.
Please read the following account and try to answer these questions:
1) How does Henry characterize his wife Catherine?
2) What made Henry question the validity of his marriage?
[From C.H. Williams, ed., English Historical Documents, vol.5 (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode,
1967), 711.]
The King, perceiving that she [Queen Catherine] was departed in such sort, calling to his grace’s
memory all her lamentable words that she had pronounced before him and all the audience, said
thus in effect: “For as much,” quod he, “as the Queen is gone, I will in her absence declare unto you
all my lords here presently assembled that she hath been to me as true, obedient, and as
comfortable1 a wife as I could in my fancy wish or desire. She has all the virtuous qualities that
ought to be in a woman of her dignity or in any baser estate….
With that quod my Lord Cardinal [Wolsey], “Sir, I most humbly beseech your highness to
declare me before all this audience whether I have been the chief inventor or first mover of this
matter unto your majesty, for I am greatly suspected of all men herein.” “My Lord Cardinal”, quod
the King, “I can well excuse you herein, Marry indeed, ye have been rather against me in attempting
or setting forth thereof. And to put you all out of doubt, I will declare unto you the especial cause
1

Here comfortable means conformable, easy to live with.

48

that moved me hereunto. It was a certain scrupulosity that pricked my conscience upon divers
words that were spoken at a certain time by the Bishop of Bayonne, the French king’s ambassador,
who had lain here long upon the debating for the conclusion of a marriage to be concluded between
the Princess our daughter Mary, and the young Duke of Orleans, the French King’s second son.
“And upon the resolution and determination thereof he desired respite to advertise the King
his master thereof, whether our daughter Mary should be legitimate in respect of the marriage which
was sometime between the Queen here and my brother late Prince Arthur. These words were so
conceived within my scrupulous conscience that it bred a doubtful prick within my breast, which
doubt pricked, vexed, and troubled so my mind, and so disquieted me, that I was in great doubt of
God’s indignation; which, as seemed me, appeared right well, much the rather for that he hath not
sent me any issue male; for all such issue males as I have received of the Queen died incontinent
after they were born, so that I doubt that punishment of God in that behalf. Thus being troubled in
waves of scrupulous conscience, and partly in despair of any issue male by her, it drove me at last to
consider the estate of this realm, and the danger it stood in for lack of issue male to succeed me in
this imperial dignity.
I thought it good therefore in the relief of the weighty burden of scrupulous conscience, and
the quiet estate of this noble realm, to attempt the law therein, and whether I might take another
wife in case that my first copulation with this gentlewoman were not lawful; which I intend not for
any carnal concupiscence nor for any displeasure or mislike of the Queen’s person or age, with
whom I could be as well content to continue during my life, if our marriage may stand with God’s
laws, as with any woman alive….
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20. Letter from Anne Boleyn to Cardinal Thomas Wolsey (1529)
Cardinal Wolsey had earned great honors, positions and wealth from Henry VIII by always
providing the king with his deepest desires. However, when Henry wanted an annulment of his
marriage to his first wife, Catherine of Aragon, so he could marry his current paramour, Anne
Boleyn, Wolsey found himself in trouble. Normally a king could send a chest of gold to Rome and
request a papal dispensation to allow him to set aside his wife. But Pope Clement VII (r.1523-1534)
was not in the position to grant Henry such an annulment. Catherine was the aunt of Holy Roman
Emperor Charles V, the most powerful ruler in Europe, and the annulment would have meant that
Catherine had been living in sin with Henry for twenty years. She would have been labelled a
whore, and her nephew would not allow that to occur. The pope sent a legate, or papal
representative, Cardinal Campeggio, to hear Henry’s case against his marriage. Henry expected
Wolsey to pressure him to find in Henry’s favor, but Campeggio delayed rendering a verdict for
months. Finally he left England without granting Henry the annulment.
Wolsey’s enemies used this failure to damage Wolsey’s relationship with the king. They
turned Henry against his great minister. The letter below shows Anne Boleyn’s involvement in the
fall of Wolsey. Read the following passage and try to answer these questions:
1) What does Anne tell cardinal about the king’s attitude towards him?
2) How does Anne feel about Wolsey? What does she blame him for?
3) What does this letter tell us about how difficult or easy it was to gain the displeasure of a king
like Henry VIII?

[From Hanson, Marilee. "Letter from Anne Boleyn to Cardinal Thomas Wolsey 1529" <a
href="https://englishhistory.net/tudor/letter-anne-boleyn-cardinal-thomas-wolsey1529/">https://englishhistory.net/tudor/letter-anne-boleyn-cardinal-thomas-wolsey-1529/</a>,
February 27, 2015]

My lord,
Though you are a man of great understanding, you cannot avoid being censured by every body for
having drawn on yourself the hatred of a king who had raised you to the highest degree to which the
greatest ambition of a man seeking his fortune can aspire. I cannot comprehend, and the king still
less, how your reverent lordship, after having allured us by so many fine promises about divorce,
can have repented of your purpose, and how you could have done what you have, in order to hinder
the consummation of it. What, then, is your mode of proceeding? You quarreled with the queen to
favor me at the time when I was less advanced in the king’s good graces; and after having therein
given me the strongest marks of your affection, your lordship abandons my interests to embrace
those of the queen. I acknowledge that I have put much confidence in your professions and
promises, in which I find myself deceived. But, for the future, I shall rely on nothing by the
protection of Heaven and the love of my dear king, which alone will be able to set right again those
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plans which you have broken and spoiled, and to place me in that happy station which God wills,
the king so much wishes, and which will be entirely to the advantage of the kingdom. The wrong
you have done me has caused me much sorrow; but I feel infinitely more in seeing myself betrayed
by a man who pretended to enter into my interests only to discover the secrets of my heart. I
acknowledge that, believing you sincere, I have been too precipitate in my confidence; it is this
which has induced, and still induces me, to keep more moderation in avenging myself, not being
able to forget that I have been Your servant,
Anne Boleyn.
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21. George Cavendish, The Arrest of Cardinal Wolsey (1530)
We have already read George Cavendish’s account of how Thomas Wolsey rose to power by taking
on the work of government for Henry VIII and allowing the king more time for recreation. Having
the favor of the king earned Wolsey high office and great honors. Henry appointed Wolsey Lord
Chancellor of England and Archbishop of York. He also convinced the pope to make Wolsey a
cardinal and a papal ambassador. Wolsey now held the highest lay and ecclesiastical offices in the
kingdom. However, the king’s favor was a double-edged sword because Henry demanded results.
When Wolsey failed to get an annulment of the king’s marriage to Catherine of Aragon, Henry
turned on his minister. Wolsey was stripped of his offices and ordered to travel north and reside in
his archdiocese. Being away from the king allowed Wolsey’s enemies at court to conspire against
him and convince Henry that he was disloyal. George Cavendish, Wolsey’s gentleman usher, was
an eye witness to many events in the archbishop’s life and told the story of his arrest in his
biography. After the events related below Wolsey was forced to return to London to stand trial but
died on the trip south.
After reading the following section answer these questions:
1) According to Cavendish, why was Wolsey arrested? What was the charge?
2) Who was sent to perform the arrest? Why?
3) Why does Wolsey initially refuse to accompany the Earl of Northumberland?
4) Why does he obey Sir William Welsh but not the earl?
5) What does this tell us about Welsh’s position at court?
[From George Cavendish, The Life and Death of Cardinal Wolsey, ed. Richard S. Sylvester, Early
English Text Society No. 243 (London: Oxford University Press, 1959), pp.150-157. Prepared by
the Web Development Group, University of Toronto Library, 1997. Found at
http://www.library.utoronto.ca/utel/ret/cavendish/cavendish.html]

My lord’s accustomed enemies in the Court about the king had now my lord in more doubt than
they had before his fall, considering the continual favor that the king bore him. [They] thought that
at length the king might call him home again. And if he so did, they supposed that he would rather
imagine1 against them, than to remit or forget their cruelty which they most unjustly imagined
against him. Wherefore they compassed in their heads that they would other by some means
dispatch him by some sinister accusation of treason or to bring him into the king’s high indignation
by some other ways. This was their daily imagination and study, having as many spials2 and as
1
2

Plot, plan or scheme.
Spies.
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many eyes to attend upon his doings as the poets fain Argos to have. So that he could neither work
nor do anything but that his enemies had knowledge thereof shortly after.
Now at the last they espied a time wherein they caught an occasion to bring their purpose to pass
thinking thereby to have of him a great advantage. For the matter being once disclosed unto the king
in such a vehemency as they purposed, they thought the king would be moved against him with
great displeasure. And that by them executed and done, the king upon their information thought it
good that he should come up to stand to his trial, which they liked nothing at all. Notwithstanding
he was sent for after this sort. First they devised that he should come up upon arrest in ward,3 the
which they knew right well would so sore grieve him that he might be the weaker to come in to the
king’s presence to make answer. Wherefore they sent Sir Walter Welsh, knight, one of the
gentlemen of the king’s privy chamber,4 down into the country5 unto the Earl of Northumberland,
who was brought up in my lord’s house,6 with a commission. And they twain
being in commission, jointly to arrest my lord of [high] treason . . . .
The time drawing nigh of his installation sitting at dinner upon the Friday next before Monday on
the which he intended to be installed at York, the Earl of Northumberland and Mr. Welsh
with a great company of gentlemen, as well of the earl’s servants as of the country which he had
gathered together to accompany him in the king’s name, not knowing to what purpose or to
what intent, came in to the hall at Cawood,7 the officers sitting at dinner, and my lord not fully
dined, but being at his fruits,8 nothing knowing of the earl’s being in his hall. The first thing that
the earl did after he came in to the Castell [he] commanded the Porter to deliver him the keys of the
gates . . . . [The Earl of Northumberland and Sir William Welsh] stopped the stairs that went up in
to my lord’s chamber where he sat, so that no man could pass up again that was come down. At the
last one of my lord’s servants chanced to look down into the hall at a loop that was upon the stairs
and returned to my lord that showed him that my lord of Northumberland was in the hall. Where at
my lord marveled and would not believe him at the first but commanded a gentleman, being his
gentleman usher to go down and bring him perfect word. . . .
[The earl and Welsh are brought up to Wolsey’s dining chamber and greeted kindly.]

Arrest in ward meant “arrested and under guard.”
The privy chamber was the suite of rooms in all of the king’s palaces where the monarch could go to relax or work in private. Henry
VIII staffed his privy chamber with personal friends, called the gentlemen of the privy chamber, who could entertain and serve him.
These individuals became quite influential because they had regular access to the king. Even the king of France treated them with great
respect as personal ambassadors of their king.
5
Country can mean the “countryside,” or it can refer to a county or shire.
6
Henry Percy, 6th Earl of Northumberland (1502-1537) was once betrothed to Anne Boleyn before she was pursued by King Henry VIII.
According to Cavendish he was sent to Cardinal Wolsey’s household as a young boy and acted as a page.
7
Cawood Castle was the main residence of the Archbishops of York.
8
The meals of important or wealthy individuals were served in courses. Being at his fruits meant that Wolsey had finished his main meat
course and was near the end of the meal, eating a course which included fruit.
3
4
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[Wolsey] took the earl by the hand and led him into his bedchamber and they being there all alone,
save only I that kept the door according to my duty being gentleman usher, these two lords standing
at a window by the chimney in my lord’s bedchamber. The earl trembling said with a very faint and
soft voice unto my lord, laying his hand upon his arm, “My lord,” quoth he, “I arrest you of high
treason.”
With which words my lord was marvelously astonished standing both still a long space without any
further words. But at the last quoth my lord, “what moveth you or by what authority do you this.”
“Forsooth, my lord, “I have a commission to warrant9 me and my doings.”
“Where is your commission?” quoth my lord, “Let me see it.”
“Nay sir, that you may not,” quoth the earl.
“Well then,” quoth my lord, “I will not obey your arrest, for there hath been between some of your
predecessors and mine great contention and debate grown upon an ancient grudge, which may
succeed in you with like inconvenience as it hath done heretofore. Therefore unless I see your
authority and commission I will not obey you. . . .”
[To Sir William Welsh he said,] “I doubt not for my part but I shall prove and clear myself to be a
true man, against the expectation of all my cruel enemies. I have an understanding whereupon all
this matter growth. Well there is no more to do, I trowe.10 Gentleman, you be one of the king’s
privy chamber. Your name I suppose is Welsh. I am content to yield unto you, but not to my lord of
Northumberland, without11 I see his commission. And also you are a sufficient commission yourself
in that behalf, in as much as you be one of the king’s privy chamber. For the worst12 person there is
a sufficient warrant to arrest the greatest peer of this realm, by the king’s only commandment
without any commission. Therefore I am ready to be ordered and disposed at your will. Put
therefore the king’s commission and your authority in execution, in God’s name. And spare not and
I will obey the king’s well pleasure. For I fear more the cruelty of my unmerciful enemies than I do
my truth and allegiance, wherein I take God to witness I never offended the king’s majesty in word
or deed.”

A warrant was a document which contained the monarch’s orders to an official. It was authenticated by the king’s seal and gave the
recipient a commission to perform a particular task. The warrant was proof that the individual had been ordered by the king to perform
the task.
10
Trust or believe.
11
unless
12
Worst in this instance means “lowest” or “basest of birth.”
9
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22. Hall’s Chronicle, The Case of Richard Hunne (1514)
One of the most intriguing questions about Henry VIII and his break from the Roman Catholic Church
is why so many members of Parliament, and especially the House of Commons, went along with it. To
answer it is important to understand the depth of resentment felt by English men and women at the way
Catholic clergy behaved. The English Church was an extremely wealthy and powerful institution which
operated in many way like a state within a state. It owned between one-fifth and one-third of all the
land in the kingdom, but paid little to no taxes on this property. The Church had its own legislative
body, called Convocation, to make canon laws, and its own church court system which enforced them.
It did not follow the English common law. Clergy accused of committing crimes were tried in these
church courts where, even if they were found guilty, they were often punished quite leniently, much to
the infuriation of the populous. The Church had so much power that English kings in the fourteenth
century had developed a stratagem to use against it when they believed church officials needed to be
reminded of who truly ruled the kingdom. Periodically they would bring a charge of praemunire
against the Church. This word in Latin meant “to fortify in preference to.” It was argued that church
officials were going over the head of the king to a foreign ruler – the pope – in some way, which
denigrated the authority of the monarch and thus was treasonous. Such a disagreement was usually
settled by the Church offering an apology and a “gift” of money to make restitution.
In addition, senior clergymen, such as the archbishops, bishops and abbots of the great
monasteries, lived lives of incredible luxury and privilege, in contrast, many thought, to the life of
Christ and his apostles. Lower clergy lived far more modestly, but there were many examples of
priests, chaplains and monks who misbehaved. Some broke their oaths of celibacy, by keeping wives or
concubines, or visiting brothels. Such activities were common knowledge and openly and scornfully
joked about. More grievous to commoners was what they saw as the naked greed of the Church. Every
harvest, whether a good one or bad, representatives of the Church brought their wagons to the fields
and collected the tithe, one-tenth of all produce grown. Failure to pay what was owed could lead to
arrest, imprisonment or excommunication. Another practice, which was especially hard on the poor,
was the Church’s demand of a mortuary fee after a person died. The clergyman who performed a
funeral had the right to take the burial shroud as his payment.
In 1514 anger against the Church and its practices exploded over the case of Richard Hunne, a
London merchant. Read the following account and try to answer these questions:
1) Who is Richard Hunne and what class of society does he come from?
2) Why does Hunne get in trouble with the Church?
3) Why do you think the English people were angered by the way Hunne was treated?
4) Why might they be upset by punishment which Dr. Horsey received?
[From C.H. Williams, ed., English Historical Documents, vol.5 (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode, 1967),
660-661.]
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This year [1514] in December there was one Richard Hun, a merchant tailor of London in Lollers
Tower1 by the commandment of the bishop of London, called Richard Fitzjames, and Doctor Horsey,
his chancellor, which was a man more of wit to prefer the bishop’s jurisdiction and the clergy than the
truth of the Gospel; but so it was that the said Hun was found dead hanging by the neck in a girdle2 of
silk within the said tower. The beginning of this matter must be showed for the following of the
consequence: for this Hun had a child that died in his house; the curate3 claimed the bearing sheet4 for
a mortuary.5 Hun answered that the infant had no property in the sheet, whereupon the priest cited him
in the spiritual court. He, taking to him good counsel, sued the curate in a praemunire, and when the
priests heard of this, they did so much of malice that they accused him of heresy, and brought him to
the Lollers Tower, and there was found dead, as you heard.
This man was counted of honest reputation, no man to the sight of people more virtuous,
wherefore upon this matter a great matter followed, for the Bishop and his Chancellor Doctor Horsey
said that he hanged himself, and all the temporalty6 said that he was murdered, and thereupon twelve
men were charged before the coroner,7 which twelve were elected by great discretion. And many times
they were with the king’s council and heard their opinions, but in the mean season8 the Bishop of
London burned the dead carcase of the said Richard Hun in Smithfield9 to the abomination of the
people. But after the matter had been heard by the judges, and after the king’s council, his grace10
being present and hearing the cause openly debated, and much borne by the spiritualty, yet at the last
he remitted it to the trial of the law, and so upon good evidence Doctor Horsey the Chancellor, and
Bellringer, with Charles Joseph, the summoner, were indicted of murder; but afterwards by the means
of the spiritualty and money, Doctor Horsey caused the king’s attorney to confess11 on his arraignment
him to be not guilty, and so he escaped and went to Exeter, and for very shame durst never come after
to London.12

Lollard’s Tower was part of the old St. Paul’s cathedral before its destruction in the Great Fire of London in 1666. It was used as a prison by
the clergy of London for those accused of religious crimes or offences against the Church.
2
A girdle was an elaborate belt worn about the waist.
3
A curate was a parish priest so called because he was responsible for the “cure of souls” of his parishioners.
4
A bearing sheet was a sheet used to wrap a baby at birth. It was typically kept and passed on as an heirloom. In case of infant deaths it was
often used as a burial shroud.
5
A mortuary was a fee paid to a clergyman who conducted a funeral.
6
The term temporalty refers to the lay people, in this case the common people of London. The spiritualty refers to the clergy as a whole.
7
The coroner formed a grand jury and asked the twelve men to take up the charge of looking at the evidence and determining if a crime had
been committed.
8
Meanwhile.
9
Smithfield was a large open space in the middle of London where public executions took place. Burning was a frequent method of punishing
heretics.
10
King Henry VIII.
11
In this context confess means to proclaim or judge.
12
Dr. William Horsey was, in effect, exiled to the far southwest of England and died in poverty.
1
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23. Hall’s Chronicle, The Supplication Against the Ordinaries (1532)
Edward Hall (1487-1547) was a lawyer and member of Parliament (MP) who wrote a history of
England from the Wars of the Roses to the middle of Henry VIII’s reign, which became known as
Hall’s Chronicle. Hall is primarily valued for his eye-witness account of the early years of the
Reformation Parliament which supported Henry VIII’s break with Rome and the establishment of the
Church of England. He is thus an important voice who helps us understand why the elites of England
went along with Henry in splitting from the Roman Catholic Church. One important event reported by
Hall was the supplication, or petition, of the House of Commons against the actions of the
“ordinaries,” the bishops who had ordinary jurisdiction over a diocese. One traditional duty of a
bishop was to combat heresy inside his diocese. The MPs were very upset with the bishops over how
lay people were treated when they were dragged into an ecclesiastical court and accused of heresy.
Ecclesiastical courts followed canon law, the church’s own law code, and not the common law, which
most of the courts in England followed. The leaders of the House of Commons, led by the Speaker of
the House, took this supplication to the king, who asked the bishops for an explanation. In response the
bishops argued that no lay person, even the king, could interpret canon law. Thus the laity had no
voice in how church courts should operate. Such an answer angered many MPs and may account, at
least in part, for why some supported the king’s later actions against the Church.
After reading the selection below, answer the following questions.
1) What is the complaint that the members of the House of Commons have against the ordinaries
concerning heresy trials?
2) What options does someone accused of heresy have?
3) Why do you think the MPs were so upset about this?
[From Sir Henry Ellis, ed., Hall's Chronicle (London: 1809), p. 784]

After Christmas the [fifteenth] day of January the Parliament began to sit, and amongst diverse griefs
which the Commons were grieved with, they sore1 complained of the cruelty of the Ordinaries, for
calling men before them ex officio, that is, by reason of their office. For the Ordinaries would send for
men and lay accusations to them of heresy, and say they were accused, and lay articles2 to them, but no
accuser should be brought forth, which to the Commons was very dreadful and grievous. For the party
so assailed must either abjure3 or be burned, for purgation4 he might make none.

1

very much
written accusations
3
To abjure meant to renounce a long-held belief.
4
Purgation is the act of purging or purifying oneself. In this case it means purifying oneself by denying the accusation.
2
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When this matter and other exactions done by the clergy in their coteries were long debated in the
Common House, at the last it was concluded and agreed, that all the griefs which the temporal men
were grieved with, should be put in writing and delivered to the king, which by great advice was done.
Wherefore, the [eighteenth] day of March the Common speaker5 accompanied with diverse knights and
burgesses6 of the Common House came to the king’s presence, and there declared to him how the
temporal men of his Realm were sore aggrieved with the cruel demeanor of the prelates and
Ordinaries, which touched both their bodies and goods, all which griefs, the Speaker delivered to the
king in writing, most humbly beseeching his grace to take such an order and direction in that case, as
to his high wisdom might seem most convenient. . . .

5

The Speaker of the House of Commons, the elected leader of that body.
The House of Commons had two kinds of representatives. The first were the knights of the shire. Each county, or shire, in England elected
two of these. The second were the burgesses, which were the representatives of the towns. By the end of Henry VIII’s reign there were 334
total members of the House of Commons.
6
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24. The Act in Restraint of Appeals (1533)
The Act in Restraint of Appeals was the start of a political process that effectively transferred the
power of the Catholic Church to Henry VIII and his advisors/government. The act was passed by a
Parliament which was anti-clerical and had listed its grievances against the Church as early as 1529.
Rather than have the king foist the act on the people – at a time when religion was a hugely important
factor in the lives of all people – Thomas Cromwell came up with the idea of giving the act a political
and democratic edge. By going through Parliament, it appeared as if the will of the people had been
listened to since the MP’s represented the people (in theory). Therefore, no one could argue that just a
few had imposed the act on the nation. Thomas Cromwell took great care in drafting the act. It had to
serve the king’s will, which was to annul his marriage to Catherine of Aragon in a legal way, therefore
giving legitimacy to his marriage to Anne Boleyn.
After reading the selection below, answer the following questions.
1) What does it mean when it is said that England is an empire?
2) Why is a big deal made of the idea of England having one Supreme Head and King?
3) Which appeals are said to be harming the people of England?
4) What justifications are offered for this break with more than 900 years of tradition?

Where by divers sundry old authentic histories and chronicles it is manifestly declared and expressed
that this realm of England is an empire, and hath so been accepted in the world, governed by one
Supreme Head and King having the dignity and royal estate of the imperial Crown of the same, unto
whom a body politic, compact of all sorts and degrees of people divided in terms and by names of
Spiritualty and Temporality, be bounden and owe to bear next to God a natural and humble obedience;
he being also institute and furnished by the goodness and sufferance of Almighty God with plenary,
whole and entire power, preeminence, authority, prerogative, and jurisdiction to render and yield
justice and final determination to all manner of folk, residents or subjects within this his realm, in all
causes, matters, debates, and contentions happening to occur, insurge,1 or begin within the limits
thereof, without restraint or provocation to any foreign princes or potentates of the world: the body
spiritual whereof having power when any cause of the law divine happened to come in question or of
spiritual learning, then it was declared, interpreted and shewed by that part of the said body politic
called spirituality, now being usually called the English Church, which hath been reputed and also
found of that sort that both for knowledge, integrity and sufficiency of number, it hath been always
thought and is also at this hour sufficient and meet2 of itself, without the intermeddling of any exterior
person or persons, to declare and determine all such doubts and to administer all such offices and
duties as to their rooms spiritual doth appertain. For the due administration whereof and to keep them
1
2

To rise up.
Proper.
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from corruption and sinister affection the King’s most noble progenitors,3 and the antecessors4 of the
nobles of this realm, have sufficiently endowed the said Church both with honor and possessions. . . .
And notwithstanding the said good statutes and ordinances made in the time of the King’s most noble
progenitors in preservation of the authority and prerogative5 of the said imperial crown as is aforesaid,
yet nevertheless since the making of the said good statutes and ordinances divers and sundry
inconveniences and dangers not provided for plainly by the said former acts, statutes and ordinances
have risen and sprung by reason of appeals sued out of this realm to the see6 of Rome, in causes
testamentary, causes of matrimony and divorces, rights of tithes, oblations and obventions,7 not only to
the great inquietation,8 vexation, trouble, costs and charges of the King’s Highness and many of his
subjects and resiants9 in this his realm, but also to the great delay and let to the true and speedy
determination of the said causes, for so much as the parties appealing to the said court of Rome most
commonly do the same for the delay of justice; and forasmuch as the great distance of way is so far out
of this realm, so that the necessary proofs nor the true knowledge of the cause can neither there be so
well known nor the witnesses there so well examined as within this realm, so that the parties grieved
by means of the said appeals be most times without remedy. . . .”

A progenitor was a family member “who was born before one.”
Ancestors.
5
A prerogative was a right or privilege reserved for a particular class. Prerogative rights were those rights reserved for the ruler.
6
The word see comes from the Latin word sedes meaning “seat.” The See of Rome refers to the seat of the pope’s religious authority in
Rome.
7
An occasional religious offering.
8
Disquiet.
9
Archaic form of “resident.”
3
4
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25. Henry VIII's Act of Supremacy (1534)
The Act in Restraint of Appeals was ultimately unsuccessful in forcing the pope to grant Henry VIII
the annulment he desired. By late 1533 Henry was desperate. Anne Boleyn had finally succumbed to
Henry’s charms and was pregnant. The king did not want the child to be born out of wedlock. So
Henry’s ministers, led by Thomas Cromwell, worked with both houses of Parliament to pass the Act
of Supremacy in 1534. It proved to be one of the most significant statutes ever passed and gave the
English monarchs more power and authority over the people of England than they had ever had.
After reading the selection below, answer the following questions.
1) What effect does this parliamentary act have on the Church of England?
2) How does Henry benefit from this act?
3) What things can Henry do which he could not do before?

Albeit the king's Majesty justly and rightfully is and ought to be the supreme head of the Church of
England, and so is recognized by the clergy of this realm in their convocations,1 yet nevertheless,
for corroboration and confirmation thereof, and for increase of virtue in Christ's religion within this
realm of England, and to repress and extirpate all errors, heresies, and other enormities and abuses
heretofore used in the same, be it enacted, by authority of this present Parliament, that the king, our
sovereign lord, his heirs and successors, kings of this realm, shall be taken, accepted, and reputed
the only supreme head in earth of the Church of England, called Anglicans Ecclesia; and shall have
and enjoy, annexed and united to the imperial crown of this realm, as well the title and style thereof,
as all honors, dignities, pre-eminences, jurisdictions, privileges, authorities, immunities, profits, and
commodities to the said dignity of the supreme head of the same Church belonging and
appertaining; and that our said sovereign lord, his heirs and successors, kings of this realm, shall
have full power and authority from time to time to visit, repress, redress, record, order, correct,
restrain, and amend all such errors, heresies, abuses, offenses, contempts and enormities,
whatsoever they be, which by any manner of spiritual authority or jurisdiction ought or may
lawfully be reformed, repressed, ordered, redressed, corrected, restrained, or amended, most to the
pleasure of Almighty God, the increase of virtue in Christ's religion, and for the conservation of the
peace, unity, and tranquility of this realm; any usage, foreign land, foreign authority, prescription,
or any other thing or things to the contrary hereof notwithstanding.

1

Convocation was the highest ecclesiastical court of the Church of England. It also acted as the highest court of appeal for all
ecclesiastical court cases in the kingdom.
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26. Treason Act of 1534
After Henry VIII saw the passing of the Act of Supremacy by the Lords and Commons, the king
worked diligently to protect his new powers over the Church of England. Henry and his ministers
put forward a series of additional bills to force his subjects to accept his new religious authority or
else face serious consequences. These new parliamentary acts gave the king the tools to compel
obedience and punish those who disagreed with the changes that Henry had made. The Treason Act
proved to be one of the most significant of these tools. In the end, it was this act which helped
convict Sir Thomas More of treason and led to his execution.
Please read the following selection and try to answer these questions:
1) What actions constitute treason? Is it just actively rebelling against the monarch?
2) Other than the committer of the treasonous act, who else can be found guilty of treason?
3) What are the punishments mandated for high treason?
4) How might these punishments dissuade people from committing high treason?
[From Statutes of the Realm, vol. III (London, 1817; repr. London: Dawsons of Pall Mall, 1963),
pp.508-509. Found at https://www.reformationhenryviii.com/1534-treason-act.html.]

Be it therefore enacted by the assent and consent of our sovereign lord the king, and the Lords
spiritual and temporal, and Commons in this present Parliament assembled, and by the authority of
the same, that if any person or persons, after the first day of February next coming, do maliciously
wish, will, or desire, by words or writing, or by craft imagine, invent, practice, or attempt any
bodily harm to be done or committed to the king's most royal person, the queen's, or their heirs
apparent, or to deprive them or any of them of their dignity, title, or name of their royal estates, or
slanderously and maliciously publish and pronounce, by express writing or words, that the king our
sovereign lord should be heretic, schismatic, tyrant, infidel or usurper of the crown . . . .
That then every such person and persons so offending in any the premises,1 after the said first day of
February, their aiders, counsellors, consenters, and abettors, being thereof lawfully convicted
according to the laws and customs of this realm, shall be adjudged traitors, and . . . shall be reputed,
accepted, and adjudged high treason,2 and the offenders therein and their aiders, consenters,
counsellors, and abettors, being lawfully convicted of any such offence as is aforesaid, shall have
and suffer such pains of death and other penalties, as is limited and accustomed in cases of high
treason. . . .
And be it further enacted by authority aforesaid, that every offender and offenders, being hereafter
1

Those things said earlier.
There were two kinds of treason. Misprision of treason was the less serious kind. It involved knowing about actions which might be a
threat to the monarch and doing nothing about it. The penalty for this kind of treason did not involve execution but might bring about
imprisonment and monetary fines. High treason involved active involvement in treasonous activities and could result in the penalties
mentioned above.
2
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lawfully convicted of any manner of high treasons, by presentment, confession, verdict or process
of outlawry, according to the due course and custom of the common laws of this realm, shall lose
and forfeit to the king's highness, his heirs and successors, all such lands, tenements,3 and
hereditaments,4 which any such offender or offenders shall have of any estate of inheritance in use
or possession, by any right, title, or means, within this realm of England, or elsewhere, within any
of the king's dominions, at the time of any such treason committed, or any time after . . . .

3
4

Tenements were buildings, and might include houses, barns, and shops.
Hereditaments were any possessions or property that might be legally inherited.
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27. Visitation of Peterborough Abbey (June 19, 1518)
Ecclesiastical corruption was common during the time of the early Tudors. Cathedrals,
monasteries, and some parish churches grew wealthy through tithes, the proceeds of church
agricultural lands, and generous donations from the laity. An added advantage was the fact that the
Church of England paid no taxes to any governmental entity, even the monarch. Of course, upon
occasion, the Church might be coerced by the sovereign, especially in times of royal financial
hardship, to make a “gift” of certain monies, but this occurrence was infrequent. Members of the
senior clergy, such as bishops, deans of cathedrals, and the abbots of the larger monasteries, lived
lives of at least great comfort and, in some cases, tremendous opulence. In any rich organization
some members are more interested in feathering their own nest rather than watching out for the
good of all.
However, the Church tried to root out excessive corruption by engaging in active oversight
of the running of its religious houses through an action known as a visitation. The bishop of each
diocese sent out representatives, known as visitors, to every monastery, abbey, priory and nunnery
on a regular basis. These visitors could examine any document and question any member of a
religious house to get an understanding of how it was being run. Their reports made it back to their
superior who could then order reforms and administer penalties and/or punishments. One such
visitation report exists conducted by William Alnwick, the Bishop of Lincoln, of Peterborough
Abbey, a monastery in his diocese. It is an intriguing look at how visitations were done before
Henry VIII’s break with Rome and what things visitors concentrated on during their investigations.
Try to answer the following questions after reading the selection below:
1) What activities does the abbot undertake which Bishop Alnwick would like to see reformed?
Why might these concern the bishop?
2) What other kinds of activities bother the bishop? Why?
3) Does the bishop seem to be truly concerned with the welfare of the abbey and its members?
[From C.H. Williams, ed., English Historical Documents, vol.5 (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode,
1967), 766-769.]
The lord abbot has in his hands the offices of almoner, treasurer of the infirmary, and sub-cellarer,1
master of the works, and he will not depute brothers to do these offices although there are others
quite fit to do so, against the custom of the monastery to the hurt of the brethren, so that when
anything goes wrong in any office there is no official to whom the brethren can speak. For this
reason the offices are in decay, especially the repair of windows in the house of the master of the
works.

1

The cellarer was the official in charge of the food and drink of the monastery. The sub-cellarer was his assistant. The inference here is
that the abbot has taken this role for himself, perhaps to gain regular access to food and drink for himself.
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The lands and tenements2 belonging to the convent3 outside are in ruin. The lord abbot repairs the
tenements belonging to himself quite satisfactorily, but he allows the tenements of the convent to
decay.
The lord abbot settles the officers at his own pleasure, although the majority of the convent
disagree. He also sells wood every year without the consent of the convent, to the value of 100
marks and sometimes more. Let it be provided that in all important business he shall get the
agreement of the convent. . . .
The brother of the abbot is enriched with the goods of the monastery. The lord abbot does not
choose studious brothers but looks for lazy ones. . . .
Within the monastery there is a certain tavern in which the brothers drink in bad weather, sometime
too early, sometimes too late. Let it be provided that the sub-cellarer shall not allow any one of the
brothers to have in the future wine after the seventh hour after midday in winter or after eight in
summer.
There is much too frequent traffic by the brethren to Peterborough without license. Let this be
reformed.
Let it be enjoined on all monks that they must not make themselves clothes of a new fashion, but
that they shall observe the old form of clothing, especially the kirtles.4 For some monks in these
days make new kinds of clothes.
The bread and beer of the convent is not quite wholesome or good. Also, the monks’ helpings of
flesh in the refectory are too small, and they have very tasteless fish. It is through the negligence of
the cellarer that the meat and fish are not wholesome. For the best bread is made from wheat that is
not well ground and the beer is too weak. . . .
The sacrist5 of the monastery had in his chamber secretly a certain maiden named Joan Turner and
several times had relations with her, and he has also lived incontinently with many others. And the
same sacrist and precentor6 are sowers of discord between the abbot and brothers.

2

Tenements were the buildings on a piece of land, including houses, shops, stables and barns.
The word convent here refers to the abbey, and not to a convent of nuns.
4
A kirtle was the long robe worn by monks and fastened with a belt or rope at the waist.
5
The sacrist, or sacristan, was the official in charge of the care and security of the vestments, sacred vessels, and other items used for the
Mass.
6
The precentor was the leader of the chanting of prayers known as the Divine Office which were sng every three hours throughout the
day and night in monastic communities.
3
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In the first years after they have entered religion, the novices are segregated from the convent in a
certain house separated, etc. as a result of which they have no instructor in religion. . . .
The office of sacrist is in great disorder; he has been in that office for twenty years and never saw a
tenth part of the lands belonging to his office. The sacrist is not considered suitable for that office.
Stupid confessors are chosen and able men are slandered, and stupid officers are preferred to the
best. Young men are preferred in offices and old ones are assigned to the cloister. . . .
Many of the senior brethren are lascivious and dissolute in choir at service time giving a wicked
example.
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28. The Suppression of Glastonbury Abbey – Part I (1539)
After he broke from Rome and became the Supreme Head of the Church of England, Henry VIII
began to fear attacks from the Catholic monarchs of Europe. He ordered defensive fortifications to
be repaired on the southern coast and weapons and armor to be forged and stockpiled. Such
preparations were expensive and the king was quickly in great need of money. His response was the
greatest land grab in all of English history. With the help of his chief minister Thomas Cromwell, a
man of very Lutheran beliefs who did not believe that monks and nuns helped anyone gain
salvation, Henry orchestrated the dissolution of all of the monasteries, abbeys and nunneries in
England. To accomplish this Henry employed his new powers as Supreme Head of the Church. One
of these was the visitation, in which he sent agents, known as visitors, to religious houses to inspect
them and the behavior of the monks and nuns who lived there. Henry’s visitors collected stories of
dissolute and licentious behavior, as well as lists of the wealth and goods of the religious houses.
Henry used these to justify his decision to dissolve the monasteries and nunneries and pension off
all of their inhabitants. In this way Henry VIII gained possession of all the lands which supported
these institutions. By the end of the 1530s, he controlled almost one-third of all of the land in
England. If he had kept that land Henry might have never needed to call Parliament again, but the
king sold much of it in order to finance wars against France. The noblemen and gentlemen who
bought most of the monastic lands from Henry became tied to the English Reformation. They knew
that if Catholics ever regained their control over the Church of England those lands might be taken
away from them.
Read the following selection and answer these questions:
1) What do the visitors focus on in their inquiries?
2) What do they discover in the possessions of the Abbot of Glastonbury which was of concern?
3) Do they seem to care about any good which the abbey might do in the surrounding community?

Letter of the Visitors Sent to Examine the Abbot of Glastonbury to Thomas Cromwell,
September 22, 1539
Please it your lordship to be advertised, that we came to Glastonbury on Friday last past, about ten
o'clock in the forenoon; and [because]…the abbot was then at Sharpham, a place of his, a mile and
somewhat more form the abbey, we, without any delay, went into the same place, and
there…examined him upon certain articles.1 And [because]…his answer was not then to our
purpose, we advised him to call to his remembrance that which he had as then forgotten, and so
declare the truth, and then came to him the same day to the abbey; and there of new proceeded that
1

Articles were written questions prepared in advance of an examination of a suspect.
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night to search his study for letters and books; and found in his study…a written book of arguments
against the divorce of his king's majesty and the lady dowager,2 as also divers pardons, copies of
bulls,3 and the counterfeit life of Thomas Becket4 in print; but we could not find any letter that was
material. And so we proceeded again to his examination concerning the articles we received from
your Lordship, in the answers whereof, as we take it, shall appear his cankered and traitorous heart
and mind against the king's majesty and his succession; as by the same answers, signed with his
hand, and sent to your lordship by this bearer, more plainly shall appear. And so, with as fair words
as we could, we have conveyed from him hence into the tower,5 being but a very weak man and
sickly…We have in the money 300l. and above; but certainty of plate6 and other stuff there as we
know not, for we have not had the opportunity for the same, but shortly we intend (God willing) to
proceed to the same; whereof we shall ascertain your lordship so shortly as we may. This is also to
advertise your lordship that we have found a fair chalice of gold, and divers other parcels of plate,
which the abbot had secretly hid from all such commissioners as have been there in times past;…It
may please your lordship to advertise us of the king's pleasure by this bearer, to whom we shall
deliver the custody and the keeping of the house, with such stuff as we intend to leave there
convenient to the king's use. We assure your lordship it is the goodliest house of that sort that we
have ever see. We would that your lordship did know it as we do; then we doubt your lordship
would judge it a house meet for the king's majesty, and for no man else: which is to our great
comfort; and we trust verily that there shall never come any double hood7 within that house again.
Also this is to advertise your lordship, that there is never a one doctor8 within that house; but there
be there bachelors of divinity which be but meanly9 learned, as we can perceive. And thus our Lord
preserve your good Lordship.

2

Catherine of Aragon was known as the lady dowager after her marriage to Henry was annulled.
Proclamations by the pope were known as papal bulls.
4
Thomas Becket was a twelfth century archbishop of Canterbury who was murdered by the men of King Henry II. He was often seen as
a martyr in the conflicts between the Church and the state during the Middle Ages.
5
The Tower of London.
6
In the sixteenth century gold and silver was frequently made into servingware, like plates, platters, goblets and cups, so it could be used
and displayed to show one’s wealth.
7
By double hood the visitors mean monks. They wore hooded robes as their normal garb.
8
Doctor of divinity.
9
Meanly means “lowly.”
3
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29. The Suppression of Glastonbury Abbey – Part II (1539)
The final fate of the Abbot of Glastonbury Abbey is related in a letter from one of the visitors to
Thomas Cromwell. Read the following selection and answer these questions:
1) What ultimately happens to the abbot?
2) Why do you think he was treated in this way?
[From The Internet Medieval Source Book, Fordham University found at
http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/source/h8-glastonbury.asp]

Letter of One of the Visitors, Richard Pollard to Thomas Cromwell, November 16, 1539
Pleaseth it your Lordship to be advertised that...[On November 15] the late abbot of Glastonbury
went from Wells to Glastonbury, and there was drawn through the town upon a hurdle1 to the hill
called the Torre, where he was put to execution; at which time he asked God for mercy and the king
for his great offences towards his highness… Afore his execution [he] was examined upon divers
articles and interrogatories to him ministered by me, but he could accuse no man of himself of any
offence against the king's highness, nor would he confess no more gold nor silver nor any other
thing more than he did before your Lordship in the Tower [of London]… I suppose it will be near
Christmas before I shall have surveyed the lands at Glastonbury, and take the audit there….

1

A hurdle was a large strong board frequently used to section off parts of a pen or field.
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30. The Act of Six Articles (1539)
It is tempting to believe that Henry VIII was Protestant or at least had leanings towards the
Reformed faith because of his break from the Roman Catholic Church and his claim that he was the
Supreme Head of the Church of England. The fact that some of the king’s closest advisors were
Lutheran sympathizers may be behind this view. Two high-profile examples are Thomas Cranmer,
who was appointed Archbishop of Canterbury, and Thomas Cromwell, the architect of the
parliamentary legislation which effected the break with Rome. Both were supporters of the
Reformed faith. Cranmer would institute changes in liturgy under Henry’s successor which would
make the Church of England’s worship service the most radically Protestant it would ever be. The
king made Cromwell his deputy for overseeing religious affairs in the kingdom and through this
office he orchestrated the dissolution of the monasteries. However, to believe that the king shared
their religious views would be a mistake. Henry was by nature a very conservative individual, and
this is very much evident in some of the religious legislation which he and his ministers pushed
through Parliament in 1539. By this time Thomas Cromwell’s influence on both the political and
religious world were waning, and Henry was listening to other, more religiously conservative
advisors, such as Stephen Gardiner, the Bishop of Winchester, who became one of the main forces
behind the Act of Six Articles.
Read the following document and answer these questions:
1) Do the articles below move the Church of England in a more Protestant direction or a more
Catholic one?
2) What proof can you show to back up your answer?
3) What was the penalty for disobeying these religious articles?
4) What does this show us about Henry VIII’s religious views?

[Found at http://www.tudorplace.com.ar/Documents/act_six_articles.htm]
First, that in the most blessed Sacrament of the Altar,1 by the strength and efficacy of Christ's
mighty word, it being spoken by the priest, is present really, under the form of bread and wine, the
natural body and blood of Our Savior Jesus Christ, conceived of the Virgin Mary, and that after the
consecration there remaineth no substance of bread and wine, nor any other substance but the
substance of Christ, God and man;

1

The Eucharist or communion service.
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Secondly, that communion in both kinds is not necessary ad salutem, by the law of God, to all
persons; and that it is to be believed, and not doubted of, but that in the flesh, under the form of the
bread, is the very blood; and with the blood, under the form of the wine, is the very flesh; as well
apart, as though they were both together.
Thirdly, that priests after the order of priesthood received, as afore, may not marry, by the law of
God.
Fourthly, that vows of chastity or widowhood, by man or woman made to God advisedly, ought to
be observed by the law of God; and that it exempts them from other liberties of Christian people,
which without that they might enjoy.
Fifthly, that it is meet2 and necessary that private masses be continued and admitted in this the
King's English Church and Congregation, as whereby good Christian people, ordering themselves
accordingly, do receive both godly and goodly consolations and benefits; and it is agreeable also to
God's law.
Sixthly, that auricular confession is expedient and necessary to be retained and continued, used and
frequented in the Church of God:. . .
And that every such offence3 shall be adjudged manifest heresy, and that every such offender or
offenders shall therefore have and suffer judgment, execution, pain, and pains of death by way of
burning without any abjuration,4 clergy, or sanctuary to be therefore permitted, had, allowed,
admitted or suffered.

2

appropriate, proper
against these articles.
4
Abjuration was the renunciation of a heretical belief.
3
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31. Roger Ascham’s Description of Edward VI and Others (1550)
Roger Ascham (1515-1568) was one of the most respected Renaissance intellectuals of Tudor times,
best known for his books on archery and teaching. He popularized a new method of teaching young
people which replaced beatings with kindness and consideration. He moved in a tight circle of
humanist scholars who believed that a truly educated individual must have a firm grounding in both
the Latin and Greek languages and a thorough understanding of classical authors. His reputation
was such that he became a minister for all three children of Henry VIII who sat on the throne, and
even acted as a tutor of Princess Elizabeth when she was young. He thus moved in the highest
echelons of government service and, as a result, carried on a voluminous correspondence with
many of the most important people of his age. In one particular letter Ascham gives us a short
character study of King Edward VI and several other significant personages.
After reading the selection below please try to answer the following questions:
1) To Ascham what characteristics of King Edward impress him the most?
2) Is education only something which should be given to men?
3) How does Ascham show his own education in this short letter?
[From C.H. Williams, ed., English Historical Documents, vol.5 (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode,
1967), 396-397.]
. . . The ability of our Prince equals his fortune, and his virtue surpasses both: or rather, as is fitting
for a Christian to say, such is the manifold grace of God, that in eagerness for the best literature, in
the pursuit of the most strict religion, in willingness, in judgment, and in perseverance -- the quality
you most value in study – he is wonderfully in advance of his years. And in hardly any other
particular do I consider him more fortunate than that he has had John Cheke1 as the instructor of his
youth in sound learning and true religion. Latin he understands, and speaks, and writes with
accuracy, propriety and ease. In Greek he has learned Aristotle’s Dialectic, and now is learning his
Ethics. He has made such progress in that language that he translates quite easily the Latin of
Cicero’s philosophy into Greek. . . .
How fortunate is England . . . when the youth of its Prince (for he is only just over thirteen) is being
molded by such excellent training, no one is better able to judge than yourself. He will shortly finish
the Ethics, which will be followed by Aristotle’s Rhetoric, so that this work you have undertaken
seems to offer you not merely a favorable, but also a providential opportunity. For I believe that it
has not happened without God’s special providence. . .
If I had a little more leisure I would have had more to say about our royal majesty, more too, about
my exalted Lady Elizabeth,2 and about the exalted daughter of the Duke of Somerset, trained with
John Cheke (1514-1557) was the most famous educator and humanist of his day. Aside from being Edward Vi’s tutor he also became
the Regius Professor of Greek at Cambridge University.
2
Later Elizabeth I of England.
1
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the best education in letters. Yet I cannot pass over two English women . . . One is Jane Grey,3
daughter of the noble Marquis of Dorset. Since she had Mary, queen of France as grandmother she
was related very closely to our King Edward. She is fifteen years of age. At court I was very
friendly with her, and she wrote learned letters to me. Last summer . . . I broke my journey on the
way at Leicester where Jane Grey was residing with her father. I was straightway shown into her
chamber. I found the noble young lady reading (By Jupiter!) in Greek, Plato’s Phaedo, and with
such understanding as to win my highest admiration. She so speaks and writes Greek that one would
hardly credit it. . . .
The other is Mildred Cecil, who understands and speaks Greek as well as she speaks English; so
that it is doubtful whether she is more fortunate for this outstanding knowledge, or because she is
the daughter of that noble man Anthony Cooke, her father and teacher who has been associated with
John Cheke as a tutor to the king, on account of his very outstanding learning; or rather because she
is married to Wm. Cecil4 a young man indeed, but with such a developed shrewdness, so great a
skill in literature and affairs and endowed with that self-restraint in politics that to him the united
voice of the English might bestow on him that solid fourfold tribute which Thucydides bestows on
Pericles, his equal . . . After my departure from England he was made the King’s first secretary.

3

Lady Jane Grey (1536-1554) would become embroiled in a plot to replace Princess Mary on the throne of England after the death of
Edward VI and would be executed following Wyatt’s Rebellion.
4
William Cecil (1520-1598) was a principal secretary to both Edward VI and Elizabeth. The latter raised him to the peerage as Baron
Burghley and made him Lord Treasurer of England.
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32. Book of Common Prayer: Orders for Holy Communion (1549)
Archbishop Thomas Cranmer (1489-1556) is thought to be the main author of the Book of Common
Prayer (BCP). His purpose was to give the Anglican Church its own prayers, order of the Mass and
other liturgical instructions, which were distinct from those of the Roman Catholic Church, and
based on the primacy of Scripture. Cranmer consciously sought to distance the English Church
from the pomp and superstition which he saw evident in the Catholic rites. For example, Catholic
priests wore brightly colored robes, called vestments, which changed with the seasons. They rang
bells and used incense during the Mass. Catholic churches were filled with wall paintings, stained
glass, religious statuary and ornate carvings. To Protestants these all detracted from the main
purpose of the worship ceremony which was to hear the word of God in readings from the Bible.
The Catholic liturgy contained many things which were not mentioned in the Bible, a fact which
particularly irked Cranmer. In the Eucharist ceremony, also known as Holy Communion, Catholics
believed that the priest transformed bread and wine into the actual body and blood of Christ, an act
called transubstantiation. It was a miracle and one which could only be performed by an ordained
priest. And Catholics only received bread during this ceremony. The wine was reserved solely for
the priest. Cranmer believed that the Eucharist ceremony was merely a commemoration of the Last
Supper between Christ and his apostles, where they shared bread and wine with each other. It was
the Lord’s Supper and nothing at all happened to either the bread or the wine. Cranmer’s section
on Holy Communion in the Book of Common Prayer sought to show a proper Bible-based liturgy.
The 1549 book made only subtle changes in ceremonies and prayers. It was replaced in 1552 with a
far more radical second edition.
Both Books of Common Prayer were established by acts of Parliament and ordered to be
placed in every parish church in England, chained next to the Bible. Thus like Henry VIII’s
religious acts, both houses of Parliament were consulted in making religious changes in Edward
VI’s reign.
Read the following selection and try to answer these questions:
1) What vestments do the clergy wear in the Anglican Church? How do they differ from the
vestments of the Catholics?
2) Why do you think that the BCP goes into such specific details on the bread and wine used in the
Eucharist ceremony?
3) What penalty is prescribed for those that do not attend the new worship service as laid out in
the BCP or act inappropriately in church?
4) Why do parishioners have to have the priest put the bread in their mouth?
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[From The First and Second Prayer-Books of Edward VI (Everyman’s Library,1910). Found at
http://justus.anglican.org/resources/bcp/1549/Communion_1549.htm]

[These instructions come after a section on the order and prayers of Holy Communion.]

. . .the Priest shall put upon him a plain Alb or surplice, with a cope, and say all things at the Altar
(appointed to be said at the celebration of the lord’s supper), until after the offertory. And then shall
add one or two of the Collectes1 aforewritten, as occasion shall serve by his discretion. And then
turning him to the people shall let them depart with the accustomed blessing. And the same order
shall be used all other days whensoever the people be customably2 assembled to pray in the church,
and none disposed to communicate3 with the Priest. . . .
For avoiding of all matters and occasion of dissension, it is mete4 that the bread prepared for the
Communion, be made, through all this realm, after one sort and fashion: that is to say, unleavened 5,
and round, as it was afore, but without all manner of print6, and something more larger and thicker
than it was, so that it may be aptly divided in diverse pieces: and every one shall be divided in two
pieces, at the least, or more, by the discretion of the minister, and so distributed. . . .
And forsomuch as the Pastors and Curates7 within this realm shall continually find at their costs and
charges in their cures8, sufficient Bread and Wine for the holy Communion (as oft as their
Parishioners9 shall be disposed for their spiritual comfort to receive the same) it is therefore
ordered, that in recompense of such costs and charges, the Parishioners of every Parish shall offer
every Sunday, at the time of the Offertory10, the just value and price of the holy loaf 11(with all such
money, and other things as were wont to be offered with the same) to the use of their Pastors and

1

Prayers.
Customarily.
3
Speak.
4
Proper.
5
Flat, without yeast.
6
Without any printing on the loaf.
7
A pastor was the leading priest of a parish. A curate was the pastor’s assistant. Smaller parishes only had a pastor.
8
A priest was said to have as his responsibility the “cure of souls” in his parish. As a result, parishes were sometimes call cures.
9
All the inhabitants of a parish.
10
The English Mass was divided into parts. First, there were introductory prayers, and then readings from the Bible. Next came the
Offertory, in which bread and money were collected from the congregation and offered to support the church or cathedral. Afterwards
came the Eucharist ceremony in which bread and wine were shared among the congregation in memory of the Last Supper of Jesus
Christ and his Apostles. Then a final prayer was said and the congregation was sent away.
11
The bread used in the Eucharist ceremony.
2
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Curates, and that in such order and course, as they were wont to find and pay [for] the said holy
loaf.
Furthermore, every man and woman to be bound to hear and be at the divine service, in the Parish
church where they be resident, and there with devout prayer, or Godly silence and meditation, to
occupy themselves. There to pay their duties, to communicate once in the year at the least, and there
to receive, and take all other Sacraments and rites, in this book appointed. And whosoever willingly
upon no just cause, do absent themselves, or do ungodly in the Parish church occupy themselves:
upon proof thereof, by the Ecclesiastical laws of the Realm to be excommunicate, or suffer other
punishment, as shall to the Ecclesiastical judge (according to his discretion) seem convenient.
And although it be read in ancient writers, that the people many years past received at the priest’s
hands the Sacrament of the body of Christ in their own hands, and no commandment of Christ to the
contrary: Yet forasmuch as they many times conveyed the same secretly away, kept it with them,
and diversely abused it to superstition and wickedness.12 Lest any such thing hereafter should be
attempted, and that an uniformity might be used, throughout the whole Realm, it is thought
convenient the people commonly receive the Sacrament of Christ’s body, in their mouths, at the
Priest’s hand.

12

Ignorant and uneducated people frequently saw the blessed bread as being imbued with a sort of magic. It was common for farmers to
take the holy bread and break it up to sprinkle over their fields. The superstition was that this bread would give better fertility to the crops
grown in those fields.
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33. The Act Legalizing the Marriage of Priests (1549)
Edward VI, the son Henry VIII had always hoped for, became king at age nine in 1547. The
landowning classes, whose members had the most seats in Parliament, had gained much power
during Henry’s reign. Many had new lands from the old monasteries Henry had dissolved, and
many were Protestant for political as well as religious reasons. Since Edward was very young, they
controlled England. His uncle, Thomas Seymour, Duke of Somerset, who had seen that Edward was
raised as a devout Protestant, ruled in the boy’s name and initiated a number of thoroughly
Protestant policies. Priests were allowed to marry, and for the first time the worship service was
spoken in English.
1) Why are priests being allowed to marry?
2) Who authorizes the marriage of priests? Is it the king only?
3) Who in England is making changes to religion?
[From J. Sears McGee et al, eds., Kings, Saints & Parliaments, 2nd ed (Dubuque, Iowa: Kendall
Hunt Publ., 1994), p.186]
Although it were not only better for the estimation of priests, and other ministers in the Church of
God, to live chaste, sole, and separate from the company of women and the bond of marriage, but
also thereby they might the better intend to the administration of the gospel, and be less intricated
and troubled with the charge of household . . . .
Yet forasmuch as the contrary has rather been seen, and such uncleanness of living, and other great
inconveniences, not meet1 to be rehearsed, have followed of compelled chastity, and of such laws as
have prohibited those persons the godly use of marriage; it were better . . . that those which could
not contain, should, after the counsel of Scripture, live in holy marriage, than feignedly abuse with
worse enormity outward chastity or single life.
Be it therefore enacted by our sovereign lord the king, with the assent of the Lords spiritual and
temporal,2 and the Commons in this present Parliament assembled, and by the authority of the same,
that all and every law and laws positive, canons, constitutions, and ordinances heretofore made by
the authority of man only, which do prohibit or forbid marriage to any ecclesiastical or spiritual
person or persons . . . shall be utterly void and of none effect.

1
2

Appropriate.
The Lords spiritual were the bishops and archbishops. The Lords temporal were the nobility. Both sat in the House of Lords.
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34. Instructions Issued for the Regulation
of Ceremonies and Creed (1549)
This piece of Parliamentary legislation also comes from the reign of Edward VI and shows us how
Protestants were making changes to the Church of England.
1) Why are certain Catholic practices being ended?
2) What is the stated reason for ending these practices?
[From J. Sears McGee et al, eds., Kings, Saints & Parliaments, 2nd ed (Dubuque, Iowa: Kendall
Hunt Publ., 1994), p.188]

For a uniformity, that no minister do counterfeit the popish mass, as to kiss the Lord’s table;
washing his fingers every time in communion;1. . . ringing of sacrying bells;2 or setting any light
upon the Lord’s board3 at any time; and finally to use no other ceremonies than are appointed in the
king’s book of common prayers,4 or kneeling, otherwise than is in the said book. . . .
That no man maintain purgatory, invocation of saints, the six articles, beadrolls, images, relics,
lights, holy bells, holy beads, holy water, palms, ashes, candles, sepulchres, paschal, creeping to the
cross, hallowing of the font of the popish manner, oil, chrism, altars, beads, or any other such
abuses, and superstitions, contrary to the King’s Majesty’s proceedings.

1

Communion in the Catholic Mass was the Eucharist ceremony, during which bread and wine were transformed into the body and blood
of Christ.
2
Sacrying bells were the bells which were rung during the Catholic Mass to tell the congregation when the bread and wine were being
transformed during the Eucharist ceremony.
3
Altar.
4
The Book of Common Prayer contained Protestant prayers and ceremonies.
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35. Sir Thomas More, Utopia (1516)
Many people in England in the sixteenth century were quite concerned by the growing numbers of
able-bodied men who begged for their existence, known as sturdy beggars. Beggars had always
been around, but they were usually those who could not work because of sickness, mental infirmity
or loss of limbs. Many people initially thought that sturdy beggars were just lazy men who refused
to work, but actually they were a sign of a changing world, one which the English had a hard time
understanding. Part of the reason for their appearance was the inflation in agricultural prices
brought on by the influx of gold and silver from Spanish mines in the so-called New World. Another
reason was that many gentle and noble landowners began buying up the plots of land of small
farmers, so that they might create large farms which could be worked much more efficiently. Some
of these large farmers stopped with the production of wheat and instead turned their fields over to
raising cash crops like fruit, hops (for beer-making), sheep (for the wool trade) and cattle (for the
beef market). All of these used less manpower, which meant there was an overwhelming surplus of
labor. Some men could only get by through begging.
A description of England in the early sixteenth century was written by Sir Thomas More,
known to his contemporaries as Henry VIII’s Lord Chancellor and as a martyr for the Roman
Catholic faith. However he is best remembered as the author of Utopia. The title means, in Greek,
“Noplace.” The book is a dialogue between More and a world traveler named Raphael Hythloday,
who compares the wise and rational institutions and practices of the fictional Utopia with those of
Christian Europe. Before discussing Utopia, however, he recalls a conversation he once had in the
house of Cardinal John Morton (1420-1500), the Archbishop of Canterbury and a Lord Chancellor
under the Henry VII. More uses this recollection as a means of describing the condition of things in
England, thus providing social commentary about his own time. More’s comments were written in
the 1510s but they were quite relevant as late as the 1550s.
1) Why does Hythloday condemn the way the English punish criminals?
2) What are the biggest problems facing common people in More’s time?
3) Why does he say that sheep are devouring men?
4) Why does he blame large landowners for being at the root of this sheep problem?
[Brian Blakely and Jacquelin Collins, Documents in British History: Volume I: Early Times to
1714, 2nd ed. (New York: McGraw Hill Inc., 1993), 128-129]
“It happened one day that I was at his table when a layman, learned in the laws of your
country, was present. Availing himself of some opportunity or other, he began to speak
punctiliously of the strict justice which was then dealt out to thieves. They were everywhere
executed, he reported, as many as twenty at a time hanged on one gallows, and added that he
wondered all the more, though so few escaped execution, by what bad luck the whole country was
still infested with them. I dared be free in expressing my opinions without reserve at the Cardinal’s
table, so I said to him:
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“‘You need not wonder, for this manner of punishing thieves goes beyond justice and is not
for the public good. It is too harsh a penalty for theft and yet is not a sufficient deterrent. Theft
alone is not a grave offence that ought to be punished with death, and no penalty that can be devised
is sufficient to restrain from acts of robbery those who have no other means of getting a livelihood.
In this respect not your country alone but a great part of our world resembles bad schoolmasters,
who would rather beat than teach their scholars.1 You ordain grievous and terrible punishments for
a thief when it would have been much better to provide some means of getting a living, that no one
should be under this terrible necessity first of stealing and then of dying for it.’ . . .
“‘Now there is the great number of noblemen who not only live idle themselves like drones
on the labors of others, as for instance the tenants of their estates whom they fleece to the utmost by
increasing the returns (for that is the only economy they know of, being otherwise so extravagant as
to bring themselves to beggary!) But who also carry about with them a huge crowd of idle
attendants who have never learned a trade for a livelihood. As soon as their master dies or they
themselves fall sick, these men are turned out at once, for the idle are maintained more readily than
the sick, and often the heir is not able to support as large a household as his father did, at any rate at
first.
“‘In the meantime the fellows devote all their energies to starving, if they do not to robbing.
Indeed what can they do? . . .
“‘Yet this is not the only situation that makes thieving necessary. There is another which, as
I believe, is more special to you Englishmen.’
“‘What is that?’ asked the Cardinal.
“‘Your sheep,’ I answered, ‘which are usually so tame and so cheaply fed, begin now,
according to report, to be so greedy and wild that they devour human beings themselves and
devastate and depopulate fields, houses, and towns. In all those parts of the realm where the finest
and therefore costliest wool is produced, there are noblemen, gentlemen, and even some abbots,
though otherwise holy men, who are not satisfied with the annual revenues and profits which their
predecessors used to derive from their estates. They are not content, by leading an idle and
sumptuous life, to do no good to their country; they must also do it positive harm. They leave no
ground to be tilled; they enclose2 every bit of land for pasture; they pull down houses and destroy
towns, leaving only the church to pen the sheep in. . . .
“‘Consequently, in order that one insatiable glutton and accursed plague of his native land
may join field and surround many thousand acres with one fence, tenants are evicted. Some of them,
either circumvented by fraud or overwhelmed by violence, are stripped even of their own property,
or else, wearied by unjust acts, are driven to sell. By hook or by crook the poor wretches are
compelled to leave their homes–men and women, husbands and wives, orphans and widows,
parents with little children and a household not rich but numerous, since farm work requires many
hands. Away they must go, I say, from the only homes familiar and known to them, and they find

1

In the sixteenth century it was commonly thought that laziness and bad behavior needed to be beaten out of children. Most teachers
were encouraged to beat their students when they did poorly in their lessons.
2
Enclosure was the process of putting up fences around certain land to turn it into grazing pasture.
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no shelter to go to. All their household goods which would not fetch a great price if they could wait
for a purchaser, since they must be thrust out, they sell for a trifle.
“‘After they have soon spent that trifle in wandering from place to place, what remains for
them but to steal and be hanged–justly, you may say!–or to wander and beg. And yet even in the
latter case they are cast into prison as vagrants for going about idle when, though they most eagerly
offer their labor, there is no one to hire them. For there is no farm work, to which they have been
trained, to be had, when there is no land for plowing left. A single shepherd or herdsman is
sufficient for grazing livestock on that land for whose cultivation many hands were once required to
make it raise crops.
“‘A result of this situation is that the price of food has risen steeply in many localities.
Indeed, the price of raw wools has climbed so high that the English poor who used to make cloth3
cannot possibly buy them, and so great numbers are driven from work into idleness. One reason is
that, after the great increase in pasture land, a plague carried off a vast multitude of sheep as thought
God were punishing greed by sending upon the sheep a murrain4 – which should have fallen on the
owners’ heads more justly! But, however much the number of sheep increases, their price does not
decrease a farthing5 because, though you cannot brand that a monopoly which is a sale by more than
one person, yet their sale is certainly an oligopoly, for all sheep have come into the hands of a few
men, and those already rich, who are not obliged to sell before they wish and who do not wish until
they get the price they ask…
“‘Thus, the unscrupulous greed of a few is ruining the very thing by virtue of which your
island was once counted fortunate in the extreme. For the high price of food is causing everyone to
get rid of as many of his household as possible, and what, I ask, have they to do but to beg, or – a
course more readily embraced by men of mettle6 – to become robbers?
“‘In addition, alongside this wretched need and poverty you will find ill-timed luxury. Not
only the servants of noblemen but the craftsmen and almost the clodhoppers7 themselves, in fact all
classes alike, are given to much ostentatious sumptuousness of dress and to excessive indulgence at
table. Do not dives, brothels, and those other places as bad as brothels, to wit, wine shops and
alehouses – do not all those crooked games of chance, dice, cards, backgammon, ball, bowling, and
quoits,8 soon drain the purses of their votaries and send them off to rob someone?
Cast out these ruinous plagues. Make laws that the destroyers of farmsteads and country
villages should either restore them or hand them over to people who will restore them and who are
ready to build. Restrict this right of rich individuals to buy up everything and this license to exercise
a kind of monopoly for themselves. Let fewer be brought up in idleness. Let farming be resumed
and let cloth-working be restored once more that there may be honest jobs to employ usefully that
idle throng, whether those whom hitherto pauperism has made thieves or those who, now being
3

Many husbandmen, an English word for poor farmers, supplemented their earnings by having a loom installed in their cottage and
weaving cloth after the sun set. Most farming families could not afford to buy clothing and had to make their own.
4
A murrain was a disease that was particularly lethal to sheep.
5
A farthing was the smallest English coin, worth one-fourth of a penny. To say that something “does not decrease a farthing” meant that
it does not drop in price enough to matter.
6
courage
7
A clodhopper was a poor farmer, one who had to break up large clods of dirt in his newly plowed fields by jumping on them.
8
Quoits was a game played much like the modern game of horseshoes but using a ring of metal.
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vagrants or lazy servants, in either case are likely to turn out thieves. Assuredly, unless you remedy
these evils, it is useless for you to boast of the justice you execute in the punishment of theft. Such
justice is more showy than really just or beneficial. When you allow your youths to be badly
brought up and their characters, even from early years, to become more and more corrupt, to be
punished, of course, when, as grown-up men, they commit the crimes which from boyhood they
have shown every prospect of committing, what else I ask, do you doubt first create thieves, and
then become the very agents of their punishment?’”
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36. An Act Against Vagabonds and Beggars (1495)
In England the government made a distinction between two types of poor people. First, there were
the “deserving poor,” those who were maimed, mutilated or too sick to work. These individuals
were allowed to beg for alms. It was considered Christian charity to assist these kinds of beggars.
The second were the “undeserving poor,” those whose poverty was seen to be the result of their
own laziness, inability or lack of desire to learn a trade. These were not allowed to beg. To the
Tudor mind there was something morally wrong with able-bodied persons who begged. But the
question arose as to what to do when an able-bodied person was caught begging illegally. During
Henry VII’s reign Parliament took up this issue and passed an act against vagabonds and beggars.
1) How does Parliament wish to punish able-bodied beggars?
2) How are legitimate beggars, ones who cannot work, to be treated?
3) What limitations are placed on them?
4) What do the authorities hope to accomplish with this act?
[From J.R. Tanner, ed., Tudor Constitutional Documents A.D. 1485-1603 with an historical
commentary (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1930), pp. 473-474.]

[The king commands that local officials] make due search, and take or cause to be taken all such
vagabonds, idle and suspect persons, living suspiciously, and them so taken to [be] set in stocks,1
there to remain by the space of 3 days and 3 nights and there to have none other sustenance but
bread and water; and after the said 3 days and 3 nights to be had out and set at large and then to be
commanded to avoid2 the town; And if eftsoons3 he be taken in such default in the same town or
township, then he to be set in the like wise in stocks by the space of 6 days with the like diet as is
before rehearsed; and if any person or persons give any other meat or drink to the said misdoers
being in stocks in form aforesaid. . . then they forfeit for every time so doing 12d.4
And it is also ordained . . . that all manner of beggars not able to work. . .go, rest, and abide in his
hundred5 where he last dwelled, or there where he is best known or born, there to remain or abide
without begging out of the said hundred, upon pain to be punished as is beforesaid.

The stocks was a contraption made of two long pieces of wood which locked around a prisoner’s ankles to hold them in place as they
sat. They were usually erected in the marketplace of a town so as to be visible to the people of the town. The object of this punishment
was to shame the malefactor into proper behavior.
2
To depart from
3
soon after
4
12 pence or pennies.
5
All shires in England were subdivided into smaller regions called hundreds.
1
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37. An Act concerning punishment of Beggars and Vagabonds (1531)
The 1495 act against vagabonds and beggars did not solve the problem of able-bodied men
begging; in fact the number of sturdy beggars rose. As a result Henry VIII tackled the problem in
one of the meetings of the Reformation Parliament. Read the following selection and answer these
questions:
1) Why is this legislation necessary?
2) How is the punishment for begging different from the 1595 act?
3) What is the beggar to do after he receives his punishment?
4) What does this tell us about the problem of sturdy beggars by 1531?
[From J.R. Tanner, ed., Tudor Constitutional Documents A.D. 1485-1603 with an historical
commentary (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1930), pp. 475-477.]

Where in all places throughout this realm of England vagabonds and beggars have of long time
increased and daily do increase in great and excessive numbers, by the occasion of idleness, mother
and root of all vices, whereby hath insurged1 and sprung and daily insurgeth and springeth continual
thefts, murders, and other heinous offences and great enormities, to the high displeasure of God, the
inquietation2 and damage of the King's people, and to the marvelous disturbance of the common
weal of this realm. . . . Be it therefore enacted. . . That if any person or persons being whole and
mighty in body and able to labor, ... be vagrant and can give none reckoning how he doth lawfully
get his living, that then it shall be lawful to the constables and all other the King's officers,
ministers, and subjects of every town, parish, and hamlet to arrest the said vagabonds and idle
persons and them to bring to any of the Justices of Peace of the same
shire. . . and that every such Justice of Peace. . .shall cause every such idle person so to him brought
to be had to the next market town or other place where the said Justices of Peace . . . shall think
most convenient, . . . and there to be tied to the end of a cart naked and be beaten with whips
throughout the same market town or other place till his body be bloody by reason of
such whipping; and after such punishment and whipping had, the person so punished. . .shall be
enjoined upon his oath to return forthwith without delay in the next and straight way to the
place where he was born, or where he last dwelled before the same punishment by the space of 3
years, and there put himself to labor like as a true man oweth to do. . .

1
2

increased
disquiet
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38. Poor Relief Act of 1576
A long-term solution to the problem of vagabonds and beggars came in the reign of Elizabeth I.
Instead of simply punishing beggars it mandated a whole new system of poor relief. This system
survived, with occasional modifications, until the nineteenth century.
1) What solution does Elizabeth offer for the problem of able-bodied begging?
2) How is this solution funded?
3) What happens to those individuals who refuse to pay?
4) Who is now responsible for the poor of a town, city or parish?
[From J.R. Tanner, ed., Tudor Constitutional Documents A.D. 1485-1603 with an historical
commentary (Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1930), pp. 481-483]

Also to the intent youth may be accustomed and brought up in labor and work, and then not like to
grow to be idle rogues, and to the intent also that such as be already grown up in idleness, and so
rogues at this present, may not have any just excuse in saying that they cannot get any service or
work and then without any favor or toleration worthy to be executed, and that other poor and needy
persons being willing to work may be set on work: Be it ordained and enacted. . . that in every city
and town corporate within this realm a competent store and stock of wool, hemp, flax, iron, or other
stuff by the appointment and order of the Mayor, Bailiffs, Justices,1 or other head officers having
rule in the said cities or towns corporate. . . shall be provided. . . to the intent every such poor and
needy person, old or young, able to do any work, standing in necessity of relief, shall not for want
of work go abroad either begging or committing pilferings2 or other misdemeanors, living in
idleness; which Collectors and Governors of the Poor3 from time to time (as cause requireth) shall
and may of the same stock and store deliver to such poor and needy person a competent portion to
be wrought into yarn or other matter. . . Which hemp, wool, flax, or other stuff wrought from time
to time shall be sold by the said Collectors and Governors of the Poor either at some market or other
place, and at such time as they shall think meet, and with the money coming of the sale to buy more
stuff in such wise as the stocks or store shall not be decayed in value;

1

Justices of the peace.
robberies of small items
3
Collectors of the Poor were the officials who bought the raw materials for the Houses of Correction in a town or city. Governors of the
Poor were local officials of the town or city who oversaw poor relief. Both kinds of officials were usually of gentle or knightly status and
were elected by the local inhabitants.
2

89

And if hereafter any such person able to do any such work shall refuse to work, or shall go abroad
begging or live idly, or taking such work shall spoil or embezzle the same in such wise. . . in
convenient apparel meet for such a body to wear, he, she, or they from such town, place, or parish
shall be received into such House of Correction, there to be straightly kept,4 as well in diet as in
work, and also punished from time to time as to the said persons having the oversight and
government of the said House of Correction5 shall be appointed, as hereafter in this Act is declared;
All which stocks and stores shall be provided and delivered to the hands of the said Collectors and
Governors of the Poor before the first day of November next coming, and at all times hereafter as
occasion shall serve; . . . and that every person6 refusing to pay or not paying such sum of money
towards the making, obtaining, and furnishing of the said Houses of Correction, and buying of
stocks and stores, and for the relief and sustentation of such persons as shall be appointed to the said
Houses of Correction, [as] upon them or any of them shall be by order aforesaid taxed, and at such
time as by the same order shall be appointed, shall for every default forfeit double so much as he or
they shall be so taxed unto.

4

By straightly kept it is meant that they will be forcibly kept and not allowed to leave.
House of Correction was the name given to the places in a town or city where the raw materials were stored and the poor sent to live
and work.
6
Citizen of the town or city.
5
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39. Henry Machyn, Selections on Wyatt’s Rebellion (1554)
Mary Tudor came to the thron:e in 1553 and immediately began moving the Church of England
back to Catholicism. There was a wholesale change in the personnel of the royal court, including in
the upper echelons of the military and the great offices of state, as Mary installed ministers and
servants loyal to her and to Roman Catholic Church. Late in the year Mary made it known that she
intended to marry Prince Philip, the eldest son and heir of the King of Spain. All of these events
sparked the most serious rebellion against Mary which occurred in 1554 at the end of her first year
as monarch. It is named after Sir Thomas Wyatt, a prominent knight from Kent, but it was most
probably the brainchild of Sir James Croft, a military man from Hereford who most recently had
been the lord deputy of Ireland under Edward VI. Although many people at the time, including the
queen, believed that the rebellion was motivated by the change in religion, in reality the most likely
cause revolved around a lack of patronage. Croft, Wyatt and the other leaders of the conspiracy
were disgruntled officeholders of Edward VI who had lost their positions under Mary and felt they
were facing financial ruin. They planned to raise troops in their respective counties, march on
London from about five different regions of the kingdom, and either control or supplant Mary.
However, their plans were found out by the government and the ringleaders were rounded up and
arrested. Only Sir Thomas Wyatt was able to raise up troops in his native Kent and march on
London.
Henry Machyn (1498-1563) was a merchant tailor from London who kept a diary of his life
from 1550 to his death in 1563. In it he recorded events which he considered either important or
interesting. The diary contains a treasure trove of information on the daily happenings in the
largest city in England and offers us a peak into the world of a middle-class merchant during a time
of significant religious changes.
Read the following selection and try to answer these questions:
1) According to Machyn, what seems to be Wyatt’s aim in marching on London?
2) What preparations does Mary make for the attack on London?
3) How is Wyatt prevented from taking the city?
4) What happens to the rebel leaders? To the rank and file rebels of Kent?
5) What does this document show us about Tudor concepts of justice and punishment?
[From John Gough Nichols, ed., The Diary of Henry Machyn, Citizen and Merchant Tailor of
London, Camden Series, v.42 (London, 1848), pp. 52-60.]

[1554] The [26th] day of January began watching at every gate in harness1, for tidings came the
same time to the queen and her council that sir Thomas Wyatt, sir George Harper, sir Har[ry]
Ysseley, master Cobham, and master Rudston, and master Knevetts, and diverse other gentlemen

1

arrayed for battle
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and commons2, where up, and they say because the prince of Spayne coming in to have our queen,
for they keep Rochester castle and the bridge and other places.
The [27th] day of January the city sent into Kent a great number of men in white coats.3 The
captains to command them, and the rest of their forces, were the duke of Norfolk, earl of Ormond,
sir George Howard, and diverse others. But many of the guards, and of the white-coats, deserted
them, and captains came home again. Wyatt had gotten some of the late king’s ordnance4; and so,
after their removing, came towards Dartford with his army towards London.
The [28th] day of January the Queen’s grace did send to master Wyatt and his company the master
of the horse and master Cornwales, to know their intent; and they send word that they would have
the Queen and the Tower in [their] keeping, and other things.
The [29th] day of January master Wyatt, master Harper, master Rudston, master Knevett, and the
commons, coming marched to Blackheath, and so forward toward London with a great army
coming.
The first day of February came now tidings that all crafts should find the double number of men5;
none but householders6 unto the bridge and the gates, and the draw-bridge, and there lay great guns;
and the bridge was broken down after; and that every man to make white coats for every house.
The same day at afternoon was a proclamation in Cheapside, Ledyn-hall, and at Saint
Magnus corner, with herald of arms7 and one of the queen’s trumpeters blowing, and my lord
mayor, and my lord admiral Howard, and the [2] sheriffs, that sir Thomas Wyatt was proclaimed
traitor and rebellious, and all his fellows, against the Queen’s majesty and her council, and that he
would have the Queen in custody, and the Tower of London in [his] keeping; and they conveyed
unto every gate guns and the bridge; and so every gate with men in harness night and days. And
about [3] of the clock at afternoon the Queen’s grace came riding from Westminster to [the]
Guildhall8 with many lords, knights, ladies, and bishops and heralds of arms, and trumpeters
blowing and all the guard in harness. Then she declared, in an oration to the mayor and the city, and
to her council, her mind concerning her marriage, that she never intended to marry out of the realm,
but her council’s consent and advice; and that she would never marry but all her true subjects shall
be content, or else she would live as her grace has done hitherto. But that her grace will call a
2

common men
a uniform
4
cannons
5
All London guilds were required to provide a certain levy of guild members with weapons and armor in case of an emergency in order
to defend the capitol.
6
The men called up must own their own homes, so they would be less likely to retreat or run away from battle since they would lose their
property.
7
The heralds at arms were royal officials whose main duties were to keep records of the coats-of-arms of the gentle and noble classes.
They also acted as the mouthpieces of the monarch, giving messages to opponents in wartime or reading out royal proclamations in
public in times of trouble.
8
The Guildhall was the central administrative building for London, housing the offices of the Lord Mayor and meeting place of the city
council.
3
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parliament as shortly as may be, and as they shall find, and that the earl of Pembroke shall be chief
captain and general against sir Thomas Wyatt and his felons in the field, that my lord admiral for to
be associate with the lord mayor to keep the city from all comers thereto. After this the Queen’s
grace came from [the] Guildhall and rode to the [Three] Cranes in the vyntre9, and took her barge to
Westminster to her own palace the same day….
The [3rd] day of February came in to Southwark10 sir Thomas Wyatt and other captains at afternoon
with his army; and the morrow after made trenches in diverse places, with ordinance.
The [6th] day of February was Shrove Tuesday, In the morning master Wyatt and his company
returned back toward Kingston-upon-Thames, and there the bridge was plucked up, and he caused
one of his men to swim over for to fetch a boat, and so went at night towards Kensington, and so
forward.
The same day was [2] hanged upon a gibbet in [St.] Paul’s churchyard; the one a spy of
Wyatt, the other was under-sheriff of Leicester, for carrying letters of the duke of Suffolk and other
things.
The [7th] day of February, in the forenoon, Wyatt, with his army and ordnance, were at Hyde Park
Corner. There the Queen’s host met with, with a great number of men at arms on horseback, beside
foot [soldiers]. By one of the clock the Queen’s men and Wyatt’s had a skirmish; there were many
slain; but master Wyatt took the way down by St. James with a great company and so to Charing
Cross, and so forth, crying, “God save the queen Mary!” till he came to Ludgate11 and knocked
there; thinking to have entered; but the gate being kept fast against him, he retired, and back again
unto Temple Bar, and followed him many men, and there he yielded unto master Norrey, the herald
of arms in his coat of arms, and there he lighted behind a gentleman unto the court; but by the way
many of them were slain by the way [before] they came to Charing-Cross, what with morris pikes
and bills12; and many of Wyatt’s men, as they went, where the queen’s friends and Englishmen
under a false pretense that he went about to [blank] way as they went, and came for to make men
believe that the queen’s grace had given them pardon; and diverse of his men took the queen’s men
by the hand as they went towards Ludgate. This was done on Ash Wednesday the first year of
Queen Mary; and the same night to the Tower sir Thomas Wyatt, master Cobham, and master Vane,
and [2] Knevetts and other captains.
The [7th] day of February was commanded by the queen and bishop of London that [St.] Paul’s and
every parish that they should sing Te Deum Laudamus,13 and ringing for the good victory that the

Vine Street in the area of Bishop’s gate was known colloquially in London as vintre.
Southwark was the region directly to the south of London Bridge.
11
There were seven main gates into the city of London (Aldgate, Bishopsgate, Newgate, Aldersgate, Cripplegate, Moorgate and Ludgate)
although businesses and habitation spread outside the old medieval walls in all directions.
12
Pikes and bills were polearms, weapons with vicious blades at the end of a long pole used to fight at a distance, often over the heads of
guarding swordsmen.
13
Te Deum Laudamus was a popular hymn which translates as “We Praise You, Lord.”
9

10

94

queen’s grace had against Wyatt and the rebellious of Kent, the which were overcome, thanks be
unto God, with little bloodshed, and the residue taken and hied to prison, and after were diverse of
them put to death in diverse places in London and Kent, and processions everywhere that day for
joy….
The [12th] day of February was made at every gate in London a new pair of gallows and set up, [2]
pair in Cheapside . . . [list of eleven other places receiving a gallows]
The [13th] day of February were hanged at every gate and place in Cheapside [6 men]; Aldgate [1],
quartered; at Leydynhall [3]; at Bishop Gate one, and quartered; Morgatt one; Cripplegate one; ….
[and forty seven more executed in sixteen more parishes of London] and but [7] quartered, and their bodies
and heads set upon the gates of London….
The same day all the Kent men went to the court with halters about their necks, and bound
with cords, [2] and [2] together, through London to Westminster, and between the [2] tilts14 the poor
prisoners kneeled down in the mire, and there the Queen’s grace looked out over the gate and gave
them all pardon, and they cried out, “God save queen Mary!” and so to Westminster Hall, and there
they cast their halters about the hall, and caps, and in the streets, and cried out “God save queen
Mary” as they went…
The [15th] day of March was arraigned at Westminster sir Thomas Wyatt knight, the captain chief of
Kent, and cast to be [be]headed and after quartered and set up….
The [6th] day of April was [be]headed sir Thomas Wyatt of Kent, the chief captain of the rebellious
of Kent, between [9] and [10] of the clock before noon, on Tower hill,. . . after and by [6] of the
clock was he quartered on the scaffold, and his bowels and his members burnt beside the
scaffold;…. and so there was a cart and a basket, and the [4] quarters and head was put into a basket
to Newgate to be par-boiled.15
The [12th] day of April was sir Thomas Wyatt set upon the gallows on Hayhill beside Hyde Park;
…. and one quarter of his set upon a gibbet on Mile-End Green, and another at Newington beyond
Saint George’s in Southwark, and [the 3rd] beside Saint Thomas of Waterings, and the [4th] quarter
at [blank].

14
15

Through the Tiltyard where jousts were held.
Often body parts which were to be displayed were boiled first to peel off the skin.
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40. The Second Act of Repeal (1555)
When Mary came to the throne of England in 1553 she legally became head of the Church of
England by the force of the Act of Supremacy passed in Henry VIII’s reign. Mary did not want such
authority over the Anglican Church, and she immediately began negotiating the return of England
to the Roman Catholic Church. However, to accomplish this, religious legislation passed during the
reigns of her brother Edward and her father needed to be taken off the statute books, an action
known as repeal. The religious statutes passed during Edward’s reign were repealed in Mary’s first
Parliament in 1553. One result of this was the elimination of Archbishop Cranmer’s Book of
Common Prayer. In 1555 Mary, who was by then married to Prince Philip of Spain, finished the
work of returning to the Church of Rome by pushing the second act of repeal.
1) What is the stated reason for repealing the religious statutes of Henry VIII?
2) What do the houses of Parliament want to happen between England and Rome?
3) What tone does Parliament take in this statute?
[From J.R. Tanner, ed., Tudor Constitutional Documents, 1485-1603 (London, 1924), pp. 126-127.]

An Act repealing all Statutes, Articles, and Provisions made against the See Apostolic of Rome
since the 20th year of King Henry the Eighth. . .
Whereas since the 20th year of King Henry the Eighth of famous memory, father unto your Majesty
our most natural Sovereign and gracious Lady and Queen, much false and erroneous doctrine hath
been taught, preached, and written. . . . By reason whereof as well the spiritualty as the temporality
of your Highness's realms and dominions have swerved from the obedience of the See Apostolic1
and declined from the unity of Christ's Church . . .
We the Lords spiritual and temporal and the Commons assembled in this present Parliament,
representing the whole body of the realm of England and the dominions of the same . . . Do declare
ourselves very sorry and repentant of the schism and disobedience committed in this realm and
dominions aforesaid against the said See Apostolic, either by making, agreeing, or executing any
laws, ordinances, or commandments against the Supremacy of the said See . . .
Whereupon we most humbly desire your Majesties . . . to set forth this our most humble suit that we
may obtain from the See Apostolic by the said most Reverend Father,2 as well {particularly as
generally, absolution, release, and discharge from all danger of such censures and sentences as by
the laws of the Church we be fallen into: And that we may as children repentant be received into the
bosom and unity of Christ's Church . . .
The Apostolic See is the seat of authority of the Roman Catholic Church. The word “see” is a translation of the Latin word sedes,
meaning a seat. It refers to the Pope’s seat of authority in the city of Rome.
2
Pope Julius III.
1
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It may now like your Majesties that for the accomplishment of our promise made in the said
supplication, that is to repeal all laws and statutes made contrary to the said Supremacy and See
Apostolic during the said schism, the which is to be understood since the 20th year of the reign of
the said late King Henry the Eighth. . .
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41. John Foxe, Execution of Archbishop Thomas Cranmer
Queen Mary came to the throne upon the death of her brother Edward VI. Mary was a staunch
Catholic and immediately had her ecclesiastical authorities negotiate a return to the Roman
Catholic Church. Although Mary did not purposely begin the burning of Protestants, she did not
prevent executions ordered by the newly resurrected church court system. Individuals deemed to be
heretics were given a chance to recant their heretical beliefs. If they refused to do so or went back
to their old ways, the church courts ordered their execution. Since heresy was seen as a disease in
the body politic, the form of execution used was burning at the stake, a very symbolic (and painful)
manner of death. During Mary’s reign over 300 individuals were executed in this horrible manner,
which earned them the sympathy of many Europeans, Protestant and Catholic alike. John Foxe,
who had left England during Mary’s reign, like many other Protestants, to live in exile on the
Continent, collected stories of the martyrs who had died in Mary’s flames. These were published in
1563 after Mary’s death in a book called the Acts and Monuments, but which became popularly
known as Foxe’s Book of Martyrs. In this work Foxe did not only relate the tales of those who
were burned. He also constructed an alternate religious history of the past centuries in England
which told of an underground church devoted to what would become Protestant beliefs. According
to Foxe, God protected this true church. The sufferings of the martyrs during Mary’s reign were a
way of calling back the English people to true Christian worship. The fact that Mary died childless
and that the succession went to her Protestant sister Elizabeth was seen as the hand of God in
action. To Foxe, God was giving his people a second chance to come back to Protestantism. As a
result Foxe encouraged the English to support their new monarch as the champion of true Christian
belief. His book was believed to be so important that the government ordered that all churches in
England keep a copy of it next to their Bible. One of the most moving stories in the book was that of
the manner of the death in 1556 of Archbishop Thomas Cranmer, the creator of the Book of
Common Prayer during Edward VI’s reign.
In the following selection, pay close attention to how Foxe builds sympathy for his hero
Cranmer.
1) What is Cranmer’s imprisonment like under Mary?
2) How do the Marian authorities try to break his spirit?
3) What tricks do they employ to convince him to recant his beliefs?
4) What is particularly heroic about his death?
5) Why do you think Foxe told the story of this old man’s death in this way?

The death of Edward, in 1553, exposed Cranmer to all the rage of his enemies. Though the
archbishop was among those who supported Mary's accession, he was attainted at the meeting of
parliament, and in November adjudged guilty of high treason at Guildhall, and degraded from his
dignities. . . A calumny1 was now spread against Cranmer that he complied with some of the popish
ceremonies to ingratiate himself with the queen, which he dared publicly to disavow, and justified
1

lie
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his articles of faith. The active part which the prelate had taken in the divorce of Mary's mother2 had
ever rankled deeply in the heart of the queen, and revenge formed a prominent feature in the death
of Cranmer. . . .
Being sent back to confinement, he received a citation3 to appear at Rome within eighteen days, but
this was impracticable, as he was imprisoned in England; and as he stated, even had he been at
liberty, he was too poor to employ an advocate. Absurd as it must appear, Cranmer was condemned
at Rome, . . . By virtue of this instrument, Cranmer was gradually degraded,4 by putting mere rags
on him to represent the dress of an archbishop; then stripping him of his attire, they took off his own
gown, and put an old worn one upon him instead. This he bore unmoved, and his enemies, finding
that severity only rendered him more determined, tried the opposite course, and placed him in the
house of the dean of Christ-church, where he was treated with every indulgence.
This presented such a contrast to the three years' hard imprisonment he had received, that it threw
him off his guard. His open, generous nature was more easily to be seduced by a liberal conduct
than by threats and fetters. When Satan finds the Christian proof against one mode of attack, he tries
another; and what form is so seductive as smiles, rewards, and power, after a long, painful
imprisonment? Thus it was with Cranmer: his enemies promised him his former greatness if he
would but recant, as well as the queen's favor, and this at the very time they knew that his death was
determined in council. To soften the path to apostasy, the first paper brought for his signature was
conceived in general terms; this once signed, five others were obtained as explanatory of the first,
until finally he put his hand to [a partial recantation of some of his beliefs]. . . .
The papists now triumphed in their turn: they had acquired all they wanted short of his life. His
recantation was immediately printed and dispersed, that it might have its due effect upon the
astonished Protestants. But God counter-worked all the designs of the Catholics by the extent to
which they carried the implacable persecution of their prey. Doubtless, the love of life induced
Cranmer to sign the above declaration: yet death may be said to have been preferable to life to him
who lay under the stings of a goaded conscience and the contempt of every Gospel Christian; this
principle he strongly felt in all its force and anguish.
The queen's revenge was only to be satiated by Cranmer's blood, and therefore she wrote an order to
Dr. Pole, to prepare a sermon to be preached March 21, directly before his martyrdom, at St. Mary's,
Oxford.
[Pole arranges for a Mass to be said and in the sermon accuses Cranmer of “the most atrocious
crimes.” Cranmer is then allowed to say a few words.]

Mary’s mother was Catherine of Aragon. Cranmer had been the chaplain of Anne Boleyn and a strong proponent of the annulment.
order
4
Degradation was the process of removing someone from their ecclesiastical office.
2
3
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Then rising, he [Cranmer] said he was desirous before his death to give them some pious
exhortations by which God might be glorified and themselves edified. He then descanted5 upon the
danger of a love for the world, the duty of obedience to their majesties, of love to one another and
the necessity of the rich administering to the wants of the poor. . . .
"And now I come to the great thing which so much troubleth my conscience, more than any thing
that ever I did or said in my whole life, and that is the setting abroad of a writing contrary to the
truth, which now here I renounce and refuse, as things written with my hand contrary to the truth
which I thought in my heart, and written for fear of death, and to save my life, if it might be; and
that is, all such bills or papers which I have written or signed with my hand since my degradation,
wherein I have written many things untrue. And forasmuch as my hand hath offended, writing
contrary to my heart, therefore my hand shall first be punished; for when I come to the fire it shall
first be burned.
"And as for the pope, I refuse him as Christ's enemy, and Antichrist, with all his false doctrine."
Upon the conclusion of this unexpected declaration, amazement and indignation were conspicuous
in every part of the church. The Catholics were completely foiled, their object being frustrated,
Cranmer, like Samson, having completed a greater ruin upon his enemies in the hour of death, than
he did in his life.
With thoughts intent upon a far higher object than the empty threats of man, he reached the spot
dyed with the blood of Ridley and Latimer.6 There he knelt for a short time in earnest devotion, and
then arose, that he might undress and prepare for the fire. Two friars who had been parties in
prevailing upon him to abjure, now endeavored to draw him off again from the truth, but he was
steadfast and immovable in what he had just professed, and publicly taught. A chain was provided
to bind him to the stake, and after it had tightly encircled him, fire was put to the fuel, and the
flames began soon to ascend.
Then were the glorious sentiments of the martyr made manifest; then it was, that stretching out his
right hand, he held it unshrinkingly in the fire until it was burnt to a cinder, even before his body
was injured, frequently exclaiming, "This unworthy right hand."
His body did abide the burning with such steadfastness that he seemed to have no more than the
stake to which he was bound; his eyes were lifted up to heaven, and he repeated "this unworthy
right hand," as long as his voice would suffer him; and using often the words of Stephen, "Lord
Jesus, receive my spirit," in the greatness of the flame, he gave up the ghost

5

spoke
Nicholas Ridley and Hugh Latimer were two Edwardian bishops who had been supporters of England’s acceptance of Protestant
beliefs. They were executed for heresy by burning in October 1555. Their execution caused a widespread riot in London.
6
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42. John Knox, The First Blast of the Trumpet
Against the Monstrous Regiment of Women (1558)
By the 1550s several European countries had female rulers, including England, Scotland and the
Netherlands. Many people thought this to be an inversion of the natural order of the world. One
such individual was John Knox, a Scottish clergyman, who had converted to Protestantism and
been exiled from his home country to England. He prospered under the rule of King Edward VI
and helped influence the compilation of the Book of Common Prayer, but fled England when
Mary came to the throne, taking up residence in John Calvin’s Geneva. He later moved to
Frankfurt where he became one of the leaders of the English exile community until a dispute with
Richard Cox over liturgical matters ended his association with the Church of England. He wrote
his book The First Blast of the Trumpet to protest decisions being made by Catholic female
rulers, but his own words came back to haunt him when Elizabeth I came to the throne of
England. The new queen, although Protestant, was so insulted by the book that she would not
even issue a safe conduct for Knox to pass through England on his return to Scotland in 1559.
The book is important as a means of looking into the minds of men and women of the period and
seeing the common perception of a woman’s place in society.
After reading the selection below, answer the following questions.
1) Why does Knox find it to be against nature for women to be rulers?
2) Why does Knox think it is against God’s law for women to rule over men?
3) According to Knox, what is a woman’s proper place in society?
4) Why do you think that men had such an image of women in the sixteenth century?
[From the Online Modern History Source Book, Fordham University. Found at
http://www.swrb.ab.ca/newslett/actualNLs/firblast.htm]

I am assured that God has revealed to some in this our age, that it is more than a monster in
nature that a woman shall reign and have empire above man. And yet, with us all there is such
silence, as if God therewith were nothing offended. . . .
THE FIRST BLAST TO AWAKEN WOMEN DEGENERATE
To promote a woman to bear rule, superiority, dominion, or empire above any realm, nation, or
city, is repugnant to nature; contumely223 to God, a thing most contrary to his revealed will and
approved ordinance; and finally, it is the subversion of good order, of all equity and justice. . . .

223

An insult.
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. . . Where I affirm the empire of a woman to be a thing repugnant to nature, I mean not only that
God, by the order of his creation, has spoiled224 woman of authority and dominion, but also that
man has seen, proved, and pronounced just causes why it should be. Man, I say, in many other
cases, does in this behalf see very clearly. For the causes are so manifest, that they cannot be hid.
For who can deny but it is repugnant to nature, that the blind shall be appointed to lead and
conduct such as do see? That the weak, the sick, and impotent persons shall nourish and keep the
whole and strong? And finally, that the foolish, mad, and frenetic shall govern the discreet, and
give counsel to such as be sober of mind? And such be all women, compared unto man in
bearing of authority. For their sight in civil regiment is but blindness; their strength, weakness;
their counsel, foolishness; and judgment, frenzy, if it be rightly considered. . . .
I am assuredly persuaded that if any of those men, which, illuminated only by the light of nature,
did see and pronounce the causes sufficient why women ought not to bear rule nor authority,
should this day live and see a woman sitting in judgment, or riding from Parliament in the midst
of men, having the royal crown upon her head, the sword and the scepter borne before her, in
sign that the administration of justice was in her power: I am assuredly persuaded, I say, that
such a sight should so astonish them, that they should judge the whole world to be transformed
into the Amazons,225 and that such a metamorphosis and change was made of all the men of that
country, as poets do feign was made of the companions of Ulysses;226 or at least, that albeit the
outward form of men remained, yet should they judge their hearts were changed from the
wisdom, understanding, and courage of men, to the foolish fondness and cowardice of women.
Yea, they further should pronounce, that where women reign or be in authority, that there must
needs vanity be preferred to virtue, ambition and pride to temperance and modesty; and finally,
that avarice, the mother of all mischief, must needs devour equity and justice. . . .
First, I say, that woman in her greatest perfection was made to serve and obey man, not to rule
and command him. As St. Paul does reason in these words: "Man is not of the woman, but the
woman of the man. And man was not created for the cause of the woman, but the woman for the
cause of man; and therefore ought the woman to have a power upon her head"227 [1 Cor. 11:810]. Of which words it is plain that the apostle means, that woman in her greatest perfection
should have known that man was lord above her; and therefore that she should never have
pretended any kind of superiority above him, no more than do the angels above God the Creator,
or above Christ their head. So I say, that in her greatest perfection, woman was created to be
subject to man

224

Deprived.
In Greek mythology the Amazons were a state made up, protected and ruled only by women.
226
In mythology the witch Circe transformed all the crewmembers of Ulysses into pigs.
227
“To have a power upon her head” means a cover over her head as a sign of subjection.
225
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43. Sir Thomas Smith, “Of Wives and Marriage” (1583)
Sir Thomas Smith (1513-1577) was a scholar, diplomat and member of Queen Elizabeth’s privy
council. On the Republic of England was his great work on the government of his native land. In
the final section of his book he explains certain aspects of the legal system, including the place of
women in English society.
1) What happens to a woman’s property once she marries?
2) What does Smith believe is the natural role of a wife in a marriage?
3) Based on Smith’s account, why might Queen Elizabeth have been leery of getting married?

[From Sir Thomas Smith, De Republicum Anglorum (London, 1583), excerpts from Book III,
chapter 6. Found at http://www.constitution.org/eng/repang.htm]

The wives in England be, as I said, in potestate maritorum,228 not that the husband hath vita ac
necis potestatem,229 as the Romans had in the old time of their children, for that is only in the
power of the Prince, and his laws, as I have said before. But that whatsoever they have before
marriage, as soon as marriage is solemnized is their husband’s. I mean of money, plate, jewels,
cattle, and generally all movables.230 For as for land and heritage followeth the succession, and is
ordered231 by the Law and fee as I shall say heereafter: and whatsoever they get after marriage,
they get to their husbands. They neither can give nor sell anything either of her husband’s, or
hers. . . and yet in movables at the death of her husband she can claim nothing, but according as
he shall will by his Testament,232 no more than his son can. . . .
Although the wife be, as I have written before, in manu & potentate mariti,233 by our law yet
they be not kept so straight234 as in mew235 and with a guard as they be in Italy and Spain, but
have almost as much liberty as in France. And they have for the most part all the charge of the
house and household, as it may appear by Aristotle and Plato the wives of Greece had in their
time, which is indeed the natural occupation, exercise, office and part of a wife. The husband to

228

Under the power of marriage law.
Power of life and limb.
230
Moveable wealth included all possessions other than land, literally all possessions which one could be moved from one location to
another.
231
covered
232
By testament Smith means the husband’s last will and testament. The wife could claim no property of her deceased husband
unless it was mentioned in the will.
233
In the hands and power of marriage.
234
harshly
235
Mews were the cages in which birds were kept.
229
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meddle with the defense, either by law or force, and with all foreign matters236 which is the
natural part and office of the man. . . .

236

Matters outside the household.
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44. Elizabeth I, Her Letter on Religion (1559)
When Elizabeth came to the throne in November 1558 many Protestants believed it to be a
miracle. God had given his people a second chance to overthrow Catholicism and establish true
belief. This letter, from 1559, is the new queen’s reply to some bishops who wanted to continue
Mary's pro-Catholic policies. They maintained that her father, Henry VIII had been influenced
by heretics to quarrel with the Pope. In her reply Elizabeth sends a clear message about her own
religious beliefs.
1) What does she think of the leadership of the Roman Catholic Church?
2) What is her response to their accusations about her father listening to heretics?
3) What does this letter show about her level of education?
Sirs,
As to your entreaty for us to listen to you we waive it; yet do return you this our answer. Our
realm and subjects have been long wanderers, walking astray, whilst they were under the tuition
of Romish237 pastors, who advised them to own a wolf for their head (in lieu of a careful
shepherd) whose inventions, heresies and schisms be so numerous, that the flock of Christ have
fed on poisonous shrubs for want of wholesome pastures. And whereas you hit us and our
subjects in the teeth that the Romish Church first planted the Catholic within our realm, the
records and chronicles of our realm testify the contrary; and your own Romish idolatry maketh
you liars; witness the ancient monument of Gildas238 unto which both foreign and domestic have
gone in pilgrimage there to offer. This author testifieth Joseph of Arimathea239 to be the first
preacher of the word of God within our realms. Long after that, when Austin240 came from
Rome, this our realm had bishops and priests therein, as is well known to the learned of our
realm by woeful experience, how your church entered therein by blood; they being martyrs for
Christ and put to death because they denied Rome's usurped authority.
As for our father being withdrawn from the supremacy of Rome by schismatical and heretical
counsels and advisers; who we pray advised him more or flattered him than you good Master
Heath,241 when you were Bishop of Rochester? And than you Master Bonner242 when you were

237

By Romish she means followers of the Roman pope.
Gildas (c.500-570) was a clergyman who wrote a history of post-Roman England up to his own time. His is the oldest history of
England.
239
In the New Testament Joseph of Arimathea was the man who claimed Jesus’ body from the Cross and buried him in his own
tomb. Many legendary tales grew up about his subsequent life. In one Joseph supposedly left Judaea and traveled to Britain bringing
with him the Christian religion, as well as the Holy Grail, the cup used by Jesus at the Last Supper.
240
Augustine of Canterbury was a sixth century Benedictine monk who is credited with being the founder of the Church in England.
241
Nicholas Heath was Archbishop of Canterbury at the death of Queen Mary.
242
Edmund Bonner became Bishop of London under Mary. He was known as Bloody Bonner for his role in the burning of heretics.
238
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archdeacon? And you Master Turberville?243 Nay further, who was more an adviser of our father
than your great Stephen Gardiner, when he lived? Are ye not then those schismatics and
heretics? If so, suspend your evil censures. Recollect, was it our sister's conscience made her so
averse to our father and brother's actions as to undo what they had perfected? Or was it not you,
or such like advisers that dissuaded her and stirred her up against us and other of the subjects?

243

James Turberville became Bishop of Exeter under Mary. Heath, Bonner and Turberville were all subsequently removed from their
religious offices by order of Elizabeth.
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45. Elizabeth’s Act of Uniformity (1559)
When Elizabeth I came to the throne England had a national Church which was Catholic. She and
her privy councilors immediately began the process of changing the kingdom’s religion to
Protestantism. However, the question arose of which kind of Protestant worship should be
mandated, such as a strict following of the Calvinist form used in Geneva or one of the more
moderate forms used during the reign of her brother Edward. Like her father and siblings before
her, Elizabeth did not make her religious changes by way of proclamation; instead she went to
Parliament. In her first Parliament Elizabeth and her councilors pushed through two important
pieces of legislation. The first was the Act of Supremacy which made her the Supreme Governor of
the Church of England (the men of both houses could not bring themselves to call her the Supreme
Head). The second was the Act of Uniformity which tried to establish a uniform liturgy in all
English parishes.
After reading the selection below, answer the following questions.
1) What does the act say about why changes are being made to religion?
2) What changes are being made? Are they specifically listed?
3) What happens to those clergymen who do not follow the new order of worship?
4) What penalties are there for lay people who interfere with the new order of worship?

[From The Online Modern History Source Book, Fordham University. Found at
http://history.hanover.edu/texts/engref/er80.html]

Where at the death of our late sovereign lord King Edward VI there remained one uniform order of
common service and prayer, and of the administration of sacraments, rites, and ceremonies in the
Church of England, which was set forth in one book, entitled: The Book of Common Prayer, and
Administration of Sacraments, and other rites and ceremonies in the Church of England; authorized
by Act of Parliament holden in the fifth and sixth years of our said late sovereign lord King Edward
VI, entitled: An Act for the uniformity of common prayer, and administration of the sacraments; the
which was repealed and taken away by Act of Parliament in the first year of the reign of our late
sovereign lady Queen Mary, to the great decay of the due honor of God, and discomfort to the
professors of the truth of Christ's religion:
Be it therefore enacted by the authority of this present Parliament, that the said statute of repeal, and
everything therein contained, only concerning the said book, and the service, administration of
sacraments, rites, and ceremonies contained or appointed in or by the said book, shall be void and of
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none effect, from and after the feast of the Nativity of St. John Baptist1 next coming; and that the
said book, with the order of service, and of the administration of sacraments, rites, and ceremonies,
with the alterations and additions therein added and appointed by this statute, shall stand and be, …
in full force and effect….
And that if any manner of parson, vicar, or other whatsoever minister, that ought or should sing or
say common prayer mentioned in the said book, or minister the sacraments, from and after the feast
of the nativity of St. John Baptist next coming, refuse to use the said common prayers, … or shall
willfully or obstinately standing in the same, use any other rite, ceremony, order, form, or manner of
celebrating of the Lord's Supper, … than is mentioned and set forth in the said book … or shall
preach, declare, or speak anything in the derogation or depraving of the said book, or anything
therein contained, or of any part thereof, and shall be thereof lawfully convicted, … shall lose and
forfeit to the queen's highness, her heirs and successors, for his first offence, the profit of all his
spiritual benefices or promotions coming or arising in one whole year next after his conviction; and
also that the person so convicted shall for the same offence suffer imprisonment by the space of six
months, without bail…
And if any such person once convicted of any offence concerning the premises, shall after his first
conviction eftsoons2 offend, and be … lawfully convicted, that then the same person shall for his
second offence suffer imprisonment by the space of one whole year, and also shall therefore be
deprived, ipso facto, of all his spiritual promotions …
And that if any such person or persons, after he shall be twice convicted in form aforesaid, shall
offend against any of the premises the third time, and shall be … lawfully convicted, that then the
person so offending and convicted the third time, shall be deprived, ipso facto, of all his spiritual
promotions, and also shall suffer imprisonment during his life….
And it is ordained and enacted by the authority aforesaid, that if any person or persons whatsoever,
… shall in any interludes, plays, songs, rhymes, or by other open words, declare or speak anything
in the derogation, depraving, or despising of the same book, … or shall, by open fact, deed, or by
open threatenings, compel or cause, … any parson, vicar, or other minister … to sing or say any
common or open prayer, or to minister any sacrament otherwise, or in any other manner and form,
than is mentioned in the said book; or … shall unlawfully interrupt or let3 any parson, vicar, or other
minister… to sing or say common and open prayer, or to minister the sacraments or any of them, in
1

June 24.
Soon after.
3
Prevent.
2
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such manner and form as is mentioned in the said book; that then every such person, being thereof
lawfully convicted in form abovesaid, shall forfeit to the queen our sovereign lady, her heirs and
successors, for the first offence a hundred marks.4

4

A mark was an ancient measure of money worth about 2/3 of a pound sterling or 14 shillings. A hundred marks was a substantial
amount of money.
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46. Elizabeth’s Speech to Parliament (January 1563)
Speaker of the House Thomas Williams presented a petition from the Commons to the Queen on the
afternoon of January 28. It voiced Parliament’s most pressing concern, the question of the
succession to the crown. As Williams reminded his royal listener, “almighty God to our great terror
and dreadful warning lately touched your Highness with some danger of your most noble person by
sickness,” which referred to an attack of smallpox which almost killed Elizabeth in the fall of 1562.
The petition’s two main points were, first, that Elizabeth ensure continuance of the Tudor dynasty
by choosing “some honorable husband whom it shall please you to join to you in marriage.”
Second, the Commons asked for a more immediate solution to the problem by having Elizabeth
establish the succession in some legally binding fashion. Below we have an extract of Elizabeth’s
response.
1) What tone does the queen take with the Commons?
2) How does she use contemporary views of women to her own benefit?
3) What is she attempting to do with this speech?

Williams, I have heard by you the common request of my Commons which I may well term (me
thinketh), the whole realm because [all Englishmen] give, as I have heard, in all these matters of
Parliament their common consent to such as be here assembled. The weight and greatness of this
matter might cause in me, being a woman wanting both wit and memory, some fear to speak and
bashfulness besides, a thing appropriate to my sex. But yet the princely seat and kingly throne
wherein God (though unworthy), hath constituted me, maketh these two causes1 to seem little in
mine eyes though grievous perhaps to your ears, and boldeneth2 me to say somewhat in this matter,
which I mean only to touch but not presently to answer: for this so great a demand needeth both
great and grave advice. . . .
And though God of late seemed to touch me rather like one that he chastised than one that he
punished, and though death possessed almost every joint of me,3 so I wished then that the feeble
thread of life which lasted methought all too long, might by Clotho’s hand4 have quietly been cut
off; yet desired I not then life (as I have some witnesses here) so much for mine own safety as for
yours. For I knew that in exchanging of this reign I should have enjoyed a better reign, where
residence is perpetual. There needs no boding of my bane.5 I know now as well as I did before that I
am mortal. I know also that I must seek to discharge myself of that great burden that God hath laid
upon me for of them to whom much is committed, much is required. Think not that I, that in other
matters have had convenient care of you all will in this matter, touching the safety of myself and
1

Her marriage and the succession.
embolden
3
A reference to her earlier illness.
4
In Greek mythology Clotho was the youngest of the three Fates, who spun the thread of one’s life. That thread was cut at the moment
of death.
5
Boding of my bane: foretelling of my death.
2
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you all, be careless. For I know that this matter toucheth me much nearer than it doth you all who, if
the worst happen, can lose but your bodies. But if I take not that convenient care that it behooveth
me to have therein, I hazard to lose both body and soul.6
And though I am determined in this so great and weighty a matter to defer mine answer till some
other time because I will not in so deep a matter wade with so shallow a wit, yet have I thought
good to use these few words as well to shew you that I am neither careless nor unmindful of your
safety in this case, as I trust you likewise do not forget that by me you were delivered whilst you
were hanging on the bough ready to fall into the mud, yea to be drowned in the dung; neither yet the
promise which you have here made concerning your duties and due obedience, wherewith I assure
you I mean to charge you, as further to let you understand, that I neither mislike any of your
requests herein nor the great care that you seem to have of the surety and safety of your helps in this
matter. Lastly because I will discharge some restless heads7 in whose brains the needless hammers
beat with vain judgment, that I should mislike this their petition, I say that of the matter and sum
thereof I like and allow very well. As to the circumstances, if any be, I mean upon further advice
further to answer. And so I assure you all that though after my death you may have many
stepdames, 8yet shall you never have any a more mother9 than I mean to be unto you all.

6

It was believed that God expected more of a monarch, and if they did not rule well that it could imperil their immortal soul.
discharge some restless heads: relieve some restless persons (of their anxieties).
8
stepmothers
9
any a more mother: anyone more of a mother.
7
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47. Letter of Sir Francis Knollys to Queen Elizabeth (May 29, 1568)
Mary Stuart, Queen of Scotland (1542-1587) is often seen as one of the most tragic figures of the
Tudor era. She was raised largely in France as a staunch Catholic and was first married to the
Dauphin Francis, heir to the French throne in 1558. Her husband ultimately succeeded to become
King Francis II (and thus she his queen), but he died of illness within a year and a half. Thereafter
Mary returned to Scotland in 1561 to find her kingdom undergoing the Scottish Reformation. Over
half of the nobility had converted to Calvinism under the leadership of the firebrand preacher John
Knox, and she found it very difficult to rule in such a religiously divided land. Her troubles grew
worse after she made an ill-advised marriage to Henry, Lord Darnley, an Englishman with a minor
claim to the English throne and by whom she had a son James in 1566. Darnley chafed at being
king consort to Mary and not king of Scotland in his own right. He quarreled with her and plotted
with several Scottish lords against her. In 1567 Darnley was mysteriously murdered and Mary was
seen supporting the chief suspect, the Earl of Bothwell, and this destroyed her reputation among her
people, many of whom believed her to be a murderess. Seizing this opportunity Mary’s half-brother,
the Protestant Earl of Moray, took control of Prince James, imprisoned Mary and forced her to
abdicate the throne. In May 1568 Mary escaped her prison and began gathering forces to take back
her birthright but encountered Moray’s forces before she was ready. As a result, Mary was forced
to flee into England to beg assistance from her cousin Elizabeth.
Elizabeth and her ministers were surprised by the sudden appearance of the Queen of Scots
on their northern border. To some this seemed a providential act of God. Scotland had been a
perennial enemy for centuries, with the English enduring both minor border skirmishes and the
occasional full-blown invasion. Here was their leader in English hands, a woman considered by
many to be the greatest possible threat to Protestant England because of her Catholicism, her link
to France, and her strong claim to the English throne (through her descent from Margaret Tudor,
Henry VIII’s elder sister). In response Elizabeth sent Sir Francis Knollys, a privy councilor married
to the queen’s closest relative, and thus completely loyal, to meet with Mary and to take charge of
her stay in the north. He would remain there for the next nine months as Elizabeth and her privy
council decided on what to do with Mary for the long term. Her closest ministers concocted the
fiction that the Scottish queen could not meet with Elizabeth personally because Mary was tainted
by her alleged involvement in the murder of Darnley.
The letter that follows records Knollys’s first meeting with the Scottish Queen. After reading
it, please try to answer these questions:
1) What is Knollys’s initial assessment of Mary’s character?
2) Is Mary happy with her treatment in England?
3) What does she want from Elizabeth
4) To Knollys what options does Elizabeth have with Mary? What problems or dangers are there
with each of those options?
[From British Library, Cotton Manuscripts, Caligula C. I. folios 108-110 (transcribed and spelling
modernized by Robert J. Mueller).
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And after thus repairing into [Carlisle] castle, we found the Queen of Scots in her chamber of
presence ready to receive us. Whereafter salutations made, and our declaration also of your
highness’ sorrowfulness for her lamentable misadventure and inconvenient arrival, although your
highness was glad and joyful of her good escape from the peril of her person, with many
circumstances thereunto belonging. And we found her in her answers to have an eloquent tongue
and a discreet head, and it seemed by her doings she has stout courage and liberal heart adjoined
thereunto. And after our delivery of your highness’s letters, she fell into some passion with the
water in her eyes, and therewith she drew us with her into her bed chamber, where she complained
unto us, for that your highness did not answer her expectation for the admitting her into your
presence forthwith, [and] that upon good declaration of her innocence, your highness would either
without delay give her aid yourself to the subduing of her enemies, or else being now come of
goodwill and not of necessity into your highness hands (for a good and greatest part of her subjects,
said she, do remain fast unto her still10) your highness would at the least further give her passage
through your country into France to seek aid at other princes’ hands, not doubting but both the
French king and the king of Spain would give her relief in that behalf to her satisfaction. . . .
Unto the first part whereof we answered that your highness was inwardly sorry and very much
grieved that you could not do her that great honor to admit her solemnly and worthily into your
presence, by reason of this great slander of murder, whereof she was not yet purged. But we said
we were sure that your highness’s affection towards her was so great, that whether her grace could
purge her or not in that behalf, yet if she would depend upon your highness’s favor, without seeking
to bring in strangers11 into Scotland (the imminent danger whereof your highness could not suffer)
then undoubtedly your highness would use all the convenient means you could for her relief and
comfort. . . . Wherewith her grace complained much of delays to her prejudice, and winning of time
to her enemies, so that discontentedly she contented herself therewith, whereupon we took our
leave.
And now it behooves your highness, in mine opinion, gravely to consider what answer is to be made
herein, especially because that many gentlemen of diverse shires here near adjoining12 within your
realm have heard her daily defenses and excuses of her innocence, with her great accusations of her
enemies very eloquently told before our coming hither. And therefore I . . . do refer to your
highness’s better consideration, whether it were not honorable for you in the sight of your subjects
and of all foreign princes, to put her grace13 to the choice whether she will depart freely back into
her country without your highness’s impeachment,14 or whether she will remain at your highness’s
10

Still support her.
Strangers means foreigners, like the French or Spanish.
12
The shires in the north of the kingdom were still very Catholic in their religious observance. Protestantism had made very little advance
into the region.
13
Mary
14
interference
11
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devotion within your realm here with her necessary servants only to attend upon her to see how
honorably your highness can do for her.
For by these means your highness, I think, shall stop the mouths of backbiters that otherwise would
blow out seditious rumors as well in your own realm as elsewhere of detaining of her ungratefully.
And yet I think it is likely that if she had so her own choice, she would not go back into her own
realm presently, nor until she might look for succors15 of men out of France to join with her there.
Or if she would go presently into her own country, the worst were that peradventure with danger
enough she might get into France, and that would hardly be done,16 if my Lord of Moray17 have a
former inkling of her departure thither. And on the other side she cannot be kept so rigorously as a
prisoner with your highness’s honor (in mine opinion) but with devices of towels or toys at her
chamber window or elsewhere in the night, a body of her agility and sprite may escape soon being
so near the border. And surely to have her carried far into the realm is the high way to a dangerous
sedition, as I suppose.

15

assistance
would be hard to do
17
Mary’s half-brother who was acting as regent of Scotland for young King James VI, Mary’s son.
16
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48. Sir Francis Knollys’s Advice to Queen Elizabeth (December 1568)
In 1568 England was in turmoil. First, Elizabeth’s cousin, Mary Queen of Scots, who had been
imprisoned in Scotland for involvement in her own husband’s assassination, had escaped from
prison and fled into England, begging for assistance. The Catholic Mary had the next best claim to
the English throne and the mostly Protestant privy council wanted her imprisoned, even though
jailing a sitting queen might set a dangerous precedent. Second, the cash-strapped Elizabeth, on the
advice of some councilors, had seized a shipment of gold which had strayed into an English port
and had originally been on its way to pay the King of Spain’s troops. This action had caused an
international incident. Finally, there were rumblings of discontent from several noblemen of the
north of England, whose complaints against the regime would ultimately break out into full blown
rebellion.
During this troubled time Elizabeth called upon Sir Francis Knollys, an officer of the royal
household, a privy councilor and a staunch Puritan. He could sometimes speak more frankly to the
queen than other councilors because he was married to Elizabeth’s closest female relative, and as a
result she trusted him as family. She appointed him to be Mary Queen of Scots’s first jailer. After
serving in this position for eight months he offered his queen some frank advice for dealing with her
troubles.
1) What is the basis of Knollys’s advice to his queen?
2) According to Knollys, why should Elizabeth listen to her councilors?
3) What does this advice say about how male attitudes towards Elizabeth have changed after ten
years of being on the throne?
[From London, The National Archives, State Papers 53/2/82 ff.273-274 (transcribed and spelling
modernized by Robert J. Mueller).]
And this example, added to diverse other experiences that I have had and seen since your majesty’s
reign [began], hath made me the more to fear your majesty’s estate if any sharp troubles should
happen to arise. Wherewith being disquieted, I was so bold before the entrance of this great
consultation to advise your majesty to lay the whole burden of this weighty matter upon your
faithful councilors, and to encourage, maintain and back them, by your majesty’s following of their
resolutions fully and wholly without delays or alteration. For if your majesty, after your faithful
councilors have resolved, shall discourage them by staying1 your assent thereunto until all the
passions of your mind shall be satisfied, then how your faithful servants may be discouraged
thereby to stand to you at your need, it is doubtful or rather fearful for me to consider.

1

Withholding.

117

Week Fourteen Readings

(Plots, Puritans and Parliaments)

118

49. The Puritan View of the World (16th Century)
When Queen Mary ruled England many men and women left the country rather than be ruled by a
Catholic monarch. These individuals became known as the Marian Exiles. They settled in
Protestant regions and towns on the Continent where they imbibed some of the most advanced
beliefs of the religious reformers, in places like Basel, Zurich, Frankfurt and Geneva. After the
accession of Elizabeth the Marian Exiles rejoiced and returned to England, expecting their new
queen to drive out all remnants of Catholic teachings from the Church of England. In this, however,
they were disappointed. Elizabeth moved very cautiously, fearing civil unrest if she made too many
religious changes. As a result even though she instituted thoroughly Protestant doctrine in the
Church of England’s worship service, she kept a very Catholic-looking liturgy. For example, she
insisted that ministers dress in the black robe and white surplice like Catholic priests. The queen
kept a crucifix on the altar of her royal chapel. This infuriated many of the exiles who demanded
that she “purify” the national Church of these Catholic practices. Their zeal earned them the
nickname “Puritans,” and they became known as the “hotter sort of Protestant.” Elizabeth,
however, had good reason for creating this mish-mash of Protestant doctrine and Catholic liturgy.
She was purposefully making it look like little had changed in the worship service. She wanted
Catholic believers to be able to come to worship in the Church of England. This would keep them
from causing trouble. It was a politique solution to the problem of religious division. It kept the
peace. Puritans, for their part, might support their Protestant queen, but they worked hard to try to
change her religious settlement over the decades. Their view of the world did not allow them to
simply accept the queen’s vision of religion. They wanted a world where human behavior followed
the dictates of the Scriptures.
The following selections show the Puritan mindset. The first is from a sermon by Josiah
Nichols, a Puritan minister from Kent. The second are entries from the diary of Nehemiah
Wallington, a middle-class craftsman.
1) How does each man believe people should behave?
2) What does Nichols think of those people who do not behave as the Bible commands?
3) What do Wallington’s entries in his diary tell us about the way he believes God acts inside the
world?
[From James Harvey Robinson, ed., Readings in European History, v.2 (New York: Ginn & Co.,
1906), 227-228.]
Josiah Nichols, "The Plea for the Innocent"
In the beginning of her Majesty's most happy reign, the gospel being published and preachers
ordained to teach, of the people, many people, within a while feeling some taste of the heavenly
comfort, began to delight in hearing of sermons, singing of psalms, in reading, and godly talk of
Holy Scriptures which they were taught ; and therewithal did somewhat refrain profane and
unprofitable customs; and sometimes they admonished their neighbors if they did swear, and pray
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them to go with them to the sermon; the greater sort of the people, being old barrels which could
hold no new wine, addicted partly to popery and partly to licentiousness, having many of them no
other God but their bellies, would deride and scoff at them, and called them "holy brethren" and
"holy sisters" ; saying, "He is one of the pure and unspotted brethren!"

Nehemiah Wallington’s Diary
A husbandman, grinding corn upon the Lord's day, had his meal burned to ashes. Another, carrying
corn on this day, had his barn and all his corn therein burnt with fire from heaven the next night
after.
A husbandman would needs go to plow on the Sabbath day, but mark the fearful judgment of God
upon him; for, as he cleansed his plow with an iron instrument, the iron stuck fast in his hand, and
could not be got out, but there stuck two years as a manifest token of God's wrath against him for
that horrible sin.
On the 23d January, 1582, being the Lord's day, the scaffolds fell in Paris Garden under the people
at a bear baiting, so that eight were suddenly slain, innumerable hurt and maimed. A warning to
such who take more pleasure on the Lord's day to be in a theater beholding carnal sports than to be
in the church in serving of God.
At Boston, in Lincolnshire, Mr. Cotton being their former minister, when he was gone the bishop
desired to have organs set up in the church, but the parish was unwilling to yield; but, however, the
bishop prevailed to be at the cost to set them up. But they being newly up (not playing very often with
them), a violent storm came in at one window, and blew the organs to another window, and brake
both organs and window down ; and to this day the window is out of reputation, being boarded and
not glazed.
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50. Letter from Archbishop Grindal to Queen Elizabeth (1576)
Edmund Grindal (1519-1583), a moderate Puritan, became the Archbishop of Canterbury in 1575
but quickly fell afoul of Queen Elizabeth over the issue of “prophesyings,” which were gatherings
of largely Puritan ministers with the purpose of improving preaching at the parish level. Less
experienced ministers learned from more experienced ones how to expound on passages from the
Bible for their weekly sermons. Elizabeth was deeply suspicious of these meetings for two reasons.
One, Puritan ministers frequently did not follow the rules she had laid down as Supreme Governor
of the Church of England, and Elizabeth did not know exactly what was being taught in these
training sessions. Two, lay people were sometimes allowed to attend these prophesyings and discuss
religious matters, which offended her sense of appropriateness. When Elizabeth ordered these
training exercises stopped, Grindal responded with the letter below. The queen reacted to this letter
by suspending Grindal from his ecclesiastical duties for the rest of his life.
1) How does Grindal try to calm Elizabeth’s fears about these exercises?
2) What is Grindal’s answer to the queen’s order to stop the prophesyings?
3) Why do you think Elizabeth suspended Grindal?
[From William Nicholson, ed., The Remains of Archbishop Grindal (Cambridge, United Kingdom,
1843), pp. 376, 383-387. Found at
https://archive.org/stream/theremainsofedmu00grinuoft/theremainsofedmu00grinuoft_djvu.txt]

It may please the same to be advertised, that the speeches which it hath pleased you to deliver unto
me, when I last attended on your Highness, concerning abridging the number of preachers, and the
utter suppression of all learned exercises and conferences among the ministers of
the church, allowed by their bishops and ordinaries, have exceedingly dismayed and discomforted
me. . . .
Now for the … point, which is concerning the learned exercise1 and conference amongst the
ministers of the church: I have consulted with divers of my brethren, the bishops, by letters; who
think the same as I do, viz. a thing profitable to the church, and thereof. . . . The authors of this
exercise are the bishops of the diocese . . . who . . . have authority to appoint exercises to their
inferior ministers, for increase of learning and knowledge in the scriptures . . .
Some text of scripture, before appointed to be spoken of, is interpreted. . . First, two or three of the
gravest and best learned pastors are appointed of the bishop to moderate in every assembly.
No man may speak, unless he be first allowed by the bishop, with this proviso, that no layman be
suffered to speak at any time. No controversy of this present time and state shall be moved or dealt
withal. If any attempt the contrary, he is put to silence by the moderator. None is suffered to glance

1

Prophesyings.
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openly or covertly at persons public or private; neither yet any one to confute another. If any man
utter a wrong sense of the scripture, he is privately admonished thereof, and better
instructed by the moderators, and other his fellow-ministers. If any man use immodest speech, or
irreverent gesture or behavior, or otherwise be suspected in life, he is likewise admonished, as
before. . . .
So must men also attain by like means to the gift of expounding and interpreting the scriptures. And
amongst other helps, nothing is so necessary as these above named exercises and conferences
amongst the ministers of the church. . .
I trust, when your Majesty hath considered and well weighed the premises, you will rest satisfied,
and judge that no such inconveniences can grow of these exercises, as you have been informed, but
rather the clean contrary. . . .
I am forced, with all humility, and yet plainly, to profess, that I cannot with safe conscience, and
without the offence of the majesty of God, give my assent to the suppressing of the said exercises:
much less can I send out any injunction for the utter and universal subversion of the
same. . . If it be your Majesty s pleasure, for this or any other cause, to remove me out of this place,2
I will with all humility yield thereunto, and render again to your Majesty that I received of the same.
..
Bear with me, I beseech you, Madam, if I choose rather to offend your earthly majesty, than to
offend the heavenly majesty of God.

2

By place Grindal means his position as archbishop.
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51. Elizabeth I’s Speech to Bishops and Other Clergy (1585)
Puritanism was attractive to people of both low and high station in life. Lower class artisans, like
Nehemiah Wallington, were as fervent believers as some influential members of Parliament. Most
Puritans wanted more government control over people’s behavior in line with Scripture. Although
they accepted a national Church, many objected to its being administered by bishops – that seemed
far too similar to the way the Roman Catholic Church was run. However, not all Puritans were
radical thinkers who wanted to get rid of all residue of popish practice as quickly as possible; there
was in reality a wide spectrum of Puritan belief. This could be seen, for example, inside the queen’s
own privy council which contained some staunch Puritan believers who pushed hard for religious
reform, but also moderate Puritans who wanted to work from inside the existing governmental
system to carefully nudge the queen towards change. For her part, Elizabeth believed that the
determination and ordering of the national religion was one of her prerogative rights as queen, and
wanted everyone to stop meddling with the Church of England. She blocked all attempts by Puritan
MPs to change the Book of Common Prayer or to do away with the leadership of the bishops over
the English Church, even imprisoning several MPs who put forth bills to change religion. But
Elizabeth also had to discipline some of her bishops who sought to protect Puritan ministers whose
preaching went against her Book of Common Prayer. In 1578 she went so far as to suspend
Edmund Grindal, the Archbishop of Canterbury from his spiritual duties for the rest of his life for
continually disobeying her orders to punish Puritan ministers.
In the following speech, made to her bishops and other members of the clergy in 1585, the
queen discusses some of the religious challenges she is facing.
1) What complaints does she have about certain members of Parliament?
2) Do the MPs have some valid complaints against the bishops, according to Elizabeth?
3) What complaints does Elizabeth have against the bishops, especially concerning Puritans?
4) Why are conventicles a problem?
[From Leah Marcus, Janel Mueller & Mary Beth Rose, eds., Elizabeth I: Collected Works
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 200), 178.]

Then she said unto the bishop, “We understand that some of the Nether House1 have used divers
reproachful speeches against you, tending greatly to your dishonor, which we will not suffer; and
that they meddle with matters above their capacity not appertaining unto them, for the which we
will call some of them to an account. And we understand they be countenanced by some of our
1

Nether means “lower.” Thus the Nether House is a reference to the lower house of Parliament – the House of Commons.
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Council, which we will redress or else uncouncil2 some of them. But,” saith she, “we will not
charge the whole House with this disorder, for although there be some intemperate and rash heads
in that House, yet there be many wise and discreet men who do find just cause of grievance against
some of you; first, in that you have not greater care in making ministers, whereof some be of such
lewd life and corrupt behavior whereof we know of some such that be not worthy to come into any
honest company.
“Again, you suffer many ministers to preach what they list,3 and to minister the sacraments
according to their own fancies—some one way, some another—to the breach of unity; yea, and
some of them so curious in searching matters above their capacity as they preach they wot4 not
what: that there is no hell, but a torment of conscience; nay, I have heard of there be six preachers in
one diocese the which do preach six sundry ways. I wish such men to be brought to conformity and
unity, that they minister the sacraments according to the order of this realm and preach all one truth;
and as such as be found not worthy to preach, to be compelled to read homilies such as were set
forth in our brother King Edward his time and since. For there is more of learning in one of those
than in twenty of some of their sermons. And we require you that you do not favor such men being
carried away with pity, hoping of their conformity and inclining to noblemen’s letters and
gentlemen’s letters; for they will be hanged before they will be reformed. . . .”
After this, she wished the bishops to look unto private conventicles.5 “And now,” quod she, “I miss
my lord of London,6 who looketh no better unto the city, where every merchant must have his
schoolmaster and nightly conventicles expounding the Scriptures and catechizing their servants and
maids, in so much that I have heard how some of their maids have not sticked to control7 learned
preachers, and say that such a man taught otherwise in our house.”

2

By uncouncil Elizabeth means she will kick them off her Council.
want
4
know
5
Conventicles were unofficial meetings of lay people in which religious matters were discussed. Some Puritans took part in conventicles
because they were unhappy with the quality of the preaching in their local church. Early modern governments throughout Europe viewed
any kind of secret meeting with suspicion because they feared what dissidents might be plotting. In the case of the Puritans these
meetings show some dissatisfaction with the national Church, but the conventicles were not used to plot any overthrow of the queen.
6
Elizabeth is referring to the bishop of London, John Aylmer.
7
Have not sticked to control means “have not hesitated to argue with.”
3
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52. Elizabeth’s Tilbury Speech (1588)
Relations between England and Spain degraded rapidly after Elizabeth began supporting the Dutch
rebels in the Netherlands. By 1588 King Philip II decided to launch an invasion of the Protestant
kingdom. He assembled a great fleet of over 130 ships in southern Spain. His plan was to have this
Spanish Armada sail to Flanders, where his army was based as it attacked the Dutch states, and
pick up soldiers who would then be landed in southern England. Philip learned too late that most of
the ships in his fleet were deep drafted ocean going vessels which could not enter the shallow
harbors and bays of Flanders. As a result his army troops had to be slowly and painstakingly rowed
out to the ships. This gave the English fleet time to form up outside those harbors and sail fireships
in among the Armada as it sat at anchor. The Spanish captains cut their anchor lines and made for
deeper water rather than risk being set afire. This destroyed the Armada’s protective formation and
scattered ships all across the waters between Flanders and southeastern England. English ships,
which were more maneuverable than the Spanish vessels and able to be resupplied, attacked the
slower Armada ships at will. At the height of the sea battle a tremendous storm blew up through the
English Channel and swept the remains of the Armada into the northern reaches of the North Sea.
The Armada was forced to sail over Scotland and then back south along the coast of Ireland to
make it back to Spain. The treacherous waters claimed many more Armada ships, and only half the
fleet made it back home.
While the English and Spanish fleets fought each other, Queen Elizabeth visited a troop of
soldiers on the English coast at Tilbury and gave the following speech which was widely reported
afterwards.
1) How does Elizabeth try to inspire her troops?
2) How does she use her gender to her advantage in the speech?
3) Why does Elizabeth believe that they will defeat Spain?

[From the Online Modern European Sourcebook. Fordham University. Found at
http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/mod/1588elizabeth.asp]

My loving people, we have been persuaded by some, that are careful of our safety, to take heed how
we commit ourselves to armed multitudes, for fear of treachery; but I assure you, I do not desire to
live to distrust my faithful and loving people. Let tyrants fear; I have always so behaved myself that,
under God, I have placed my chiefest strength and safeguard in the loyal hearts and good will of my
subjects. And therefore I am come amongst you at this time, not as for my recreation or sport, but
being resolved, in the midst and heat of the battle, to live or die amongst you all; to lay down, for
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my God, and for my kingdom, and for my people, my honor and my blood, even the dust. I know I
have but the body of a weak and feeble woman; but I have the heart of a king, and of a king of
England, too; and think foul scorn that Parma1 or Spain, or any prince of Europe, should dare to
invade the borders of my realms: to which, rather than any dishonor should grow by me, I myself
will take up arms; I myself will be your general, judge, and rewarder of every one of your virtues in
the field. I know already, by your forwardness,2 that you have deserved rewards and crowns; and we
do assure you, on the word of a prince, they shall be duly paid you. In the mean3 my lieutenant
general shall be in my stead, than whom never prince commanded a more noble and worthy subject;
not doubting by your obedience to my general, by your concord in the camp, and by your valor in
the field, we shall shortly have a famous victory over the enemies of my God, of my kingdom, and
of my people.

1

The Duke of Parma was the general of the Spanish troops in Flanders.
Bravery.
3
Meantime.
2
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53. Queen Elizabeth, The “Golden Speech” to Parliament (1601)
On November 30, 1601 Elizabeth gave what was to be her last speech to Parliament. It is
considered a masterwork of oratory and epitomizes the Queen’s expertise in manipulating the
hearts and minds of her MPs. There were many complaints of Elizabeth by 1601. The war with
Spain had been going on for over a decade, leading to higher and higher rates of taxation.
Devastating harvests in the mid-1590s had impoverished many small farmers and others who
swelled the poor tax rolls. Rampant inflation made all of this worse. Salaries for most government
officials were very small and the Queen had to find a way to encourage men to work for her.
Elizabeth was forced to issue more and more monopolies on certain goods to ministers and
courtiers in order to get the work of government done. The holder of a monopoly could charge a fee
for any merchant who wanted to import or sell that product or commodity, be it French sweet
wines, domestically-made playing cards or oranges from Spain. These costs were passed on to
customers, so the price of the product increased. Monopolies were particularly hated by members
of Parliament because they were seen as an unParliamentary tax and thus infringed on
Parliament’s powers. By 1601 things were so bad that Elizabeth herself had to deal with the issue
and promise to do away with many monopolies.
1) What is the Queen’s stated reason for getting rid of monopolies?
2) What tone does she take in this address to Parliament?

Mr. Speaker,
We have heard your declaration and perceive your care of our estate. I do assure you there is no
prince that loves his subjects better, or whose love can countervail our love. There is no jewel, be it
of never so rich a price, which I set before this jewel: I mean your love. For I do esteem it more than
any treasure or riches; for that we know how to prize, but love and thanks I count invaluable. And,
though God hath raised me high, yet this I count the glory of my Crown, that I have reigned with
your loves. This makes me that I do not so much rejoice that God hath made me to be a Queen, as to
be a Queen over so thankful a people. Therefore I have cause to wish nothing more than to content
the subject and that is a duty which I owe. Neither do I desire to live longer days than I may see
your prosperity and that is my only desire. And as I am that person still yet, under God, hath
delivered you and so I trust by the almighty power of God that I shall be his instrument to preserve
you from every peril, dishonor, shame, tyranny and oppression, partly by means of your intended
helps which we take very acceptably because it manifesteth the largeness of your good loves and
loyalties unto your sovereign.
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Of myself I must say this: I never was any greedy, scraping grasper, nor a straight fast-holding
Prince, nor yet a waster. My heart was never set on any worldly goods. What you bestow on me, I
will not hoard it up, but receive it to bestow on you again. Therefore render unto them I beseech you
Mr. Speaker, such thanks as you imagine my heart yieldeth, but my tongue cannot express. Mr.
Speaker, I would wish you and the rest to stand up for I shall yet trouble you with longer speech.
Mr. Speaker, you give me thanks but I doubt me I have greater cause to give you thanks, than you
me, and I charge you to thank them of the Lower House from me. For had I not received a
knowledge from you, I might have fallen into the lapse of an error, only for lack of true information.
Since I was Queen, yet did I never put my pen to any grant, but that upon pretext and semblance
made unto me, it was both good and beneficial to the subject in general though a private profit to
some of my ancient servants, who had deserved well at my hands. But the contrary being found by
experience, I am exceedingly beholden to such subjects as would move the same at first. And I am
not so simple to suppose but that there be some of the Lower House whom these grievances never
touched. I think they spake out of zeal to their countries and not out of spleen or malevolent
affection as being parties grieved. That my grants1 should be grievous to my people and oppressions
to be privileged under color of our patents, our kingly dignity shall not suffer it. Yea, when I heard
it, I could give no rest unto my thoughts until I had reformed it. Shall they, think you, escape
unpunished that have oppressed you, and have been respectless of their duty and regardless our
honor? No, I assure you, Mr. Speaker, were it not more for conscience' sake than for any glory or
increase of love that I desire, these errors, troubles, vexations and oppressions done by these varlets
and lewd persons not worthy of the name of subjects should not escape without condign
punishment. But I perceive they dealt with me like physicians who, ministering a drug, make it
more acceptable by giving it a good aromatical savor, or when they give pills do gild them all over.
I have ever used to set the Last Judgment Day before mine eyes and so to rule as I shall be judged to
answer before a higher judge, and now if my kingly bounties have been abused and my grants
turned to the hurt of my people contrary to my will and meaning, and if any in authority under me
have neglected or perverted what I have committed to them, I hope God will not lay their culps2 and
offenses in my charge. I know the title of a King is a glorious title, but assure yourself that the
shining glory of princely authority hath not so dazzled the eyes of our understanding, but that we
well know and remember that we also are to yield an account of our actions before the great judge.
To be a king and wear a crown is a thing more glorious to them that see it than it is pleasant to them
that bear it. For myself I was never so much enticed with the glorious name of a King or royal
authority of a Queen as delighted that God hath made me his instrument to maintain his truth and
1
2

Grants of monopoly.
faults
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glory and to defend his kingdom as I said from peril, dishonor, tyranny and oppression. There will
never Queen sit in my seat with more zeal to my country, care to my subjects and that will sooner
with willingness venture her life for your good and safety than myself. For it is my desire to live nor
reign no longer than my life and reign shall be for your good. And though you have had, and may
have, many princes more mighty and wise sitting in this seat, yet you never had nor shall have, any
that will be more careful and loving.
'For I, oh Lord, what am I, whom practices and perils past should not fear? Or what can I do? That I
should speak for any glory, God forbid.' And turning to the Speaker and her councilors she said,
'And I pray to you Mr. Comptroller, Mr. Secretary and you of my Council, that before these
gentlemen go into their countries, you bring them all to kiss my hand.
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